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FEATURED in this issue... 


No more effective nor truthful exposé of Com- 
munism could have been written by Hon. Lawrence H. 
Smith, Member of Congress from Wisconsin (p. 1). The 
average reader of the “National Republic” gains here an 
accurate and comprehensive knowledge of the world’s 
enemy. Mr. Smith tells how the U. N. Charter was de- 
signed by hyphenated Americans and others for the Soviet 
war on civilization. It is a memorable resumé of the perfidy 
with which some labored for the Soviets at San Francisco. 


Presivent Ersennower still leads the world 

toward peace, as is shown by Ira E. Bennett’s article (p. 3). 

Both political conventions were responsive to the Presi- 

dent’s appeal to all voters for an anti-war policy. The 

struggle over Suez goes on, but it is now an accepted fact 

that the United States will do its utmost to avert a new war. 


Ix “An Almost Forgotten Event” Raymond F. 
Rice contributes a thoughtful article (p. 5), on the origin of 
the Constitution after the Declaration of Independence 
was adopted. The true nature of the Constitution is well 
stated and a patriotic appeal for constitutional integrity 
is eloquently expressed. 


A snock1Ne exposure of tax-exempt “brain- 
washing” on a wholesale scale is given by Jo Hindman (p. 
7). The driving wheel is another one of those propaganda 
contrivances of the Ford Foundation called the “American 
Foundation for Political Education,” and the apparatus 
concentrates its one-world propaganda on the brain-washing 
of “discussion groups” in 120 American Cities. 


Constitution Week (September 23rd to 27th, 
annually) is the subject fitly chosen by John Jay Daly to 
tell (p. 18), how Senator William F. Knowland proposed 
and President Eisenhower approved the resolution which 
now makes a national holiday, in a sense, of the important 
and perpetual achievements by Americans of life, liberty 
and free enterprise, for all time. 


Tue “Third arty Underground” is the subject 
of a stirring article, by Walter 8S. Steele, Editor of “National 
Republic.” This article (p. 15) will receive nation-wide 
acclaim and broad republication, for in it is unfolded the 
challenge to the future of every living as well as yet unborn 
American. 

Every cup should know the story of “The 
First American School,” established at Dorchester, Mass., 
in 16839. Earle W. Gage tells the story of the first public 
school in his article (p. 17) in which he covers the points 
that now envelop our enormous public school system. 

Lavor Day, which began its history in New 
York City in 1882, is described by George W. Grupp (p. 19) 
as the origin of the great holiday now enjoyed by millions. 

How Gen. U. S. Grant was demanded for a 
third term by his loyal “Old Guard” is the tale of Conk- 
ling’s famous speech at Chicago 76 years ago, as told by 
Floelle Youngblood Bonner. It was Garfield, of course, 
not Grant, who won the nomination (p. 21). 
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SEPTEMBER, 1956 


HE United Nations is to be reorganized soon— 
probably in 1958. The only major issue before 
the approaching reorganization conference is, 

“Shall Communism be out-lawed?” 

The General Assembly of the United Nations adopted 

a resolution on November 21, 1955, calling for an early 
review of the basic charter. The date for the reorgani- 

zation caucus is to be set by the Secretary-General, 

Dag Hammarskjold, in consultation with the entire 

membership. 

The United States has been waiting eagerly for the 
reorganization conference. The Senate Foreign Rela- 


ialism. Not only has the UN failed to liberate the 
submerged people from Communist imperialism, it has 
formally recognized six Kremlin puppets as full mem- 
bers in good standing, with equal voice and equal vote 
with the free nations. 

In this sense, the UN may be regarded in historical 
perspective as principally an instrument protecting 
and insuring Communist conquest. It is not an in- 
strument for peace in freedom, but rather, an instru- 
mentality to formalize and make lawful those cruel 
Kremlin aggressions accomplished while hand-picked 
Kremlin agents were operating and directing our 

own State Department under 


Roosevelt and Truman. 
* * + 


SHACKLE THE RED OUTLAW! in is now quite 


By HON. LAWRENCE H. SMITH 


U. S. Representative From Wisconsin 


clear. There Truman, Acheson, 
and Hiss invited barbaric 
Communism to join the family 
of man—even gave it a veto 
over every world decisicn look- 


tions Committee in 1953 established a special sub- 
committee to review the entire record of the United 
Nations since 1945, and to make recommendations for 
charter revision. 

That committee’s final report was submitted on 
April 23, 1956 (Senate Report No. 1797). The report 
gives major emphasis to Russia’s abuse of the veto 
power, a weakness in the original UN charter which 
has, because of its frequent use by Russia, destroyed 
completely its usefulness as an instrument for peace. 

The U. S. A. Senate report would pave the way for 
the elimination of all Communist states from an or- 
ganized UN, in this language from page 5. 

“The sub-committee would view with utmost con- 
cern the seating of the representatives of any state 
which fails to adhere to the elementary decencies of 
international conduct.” 

In approaching charter revision Americans should 
bear in mind the elemental fact that Alger Hiss, then 
the Kremlin tool in our own State Department under 
Franklin D. Roosevelt, was the principal architect of 
the UN as established by the San Francisco Confer- 
ence of April-May, 1945. 

Historically, therefore, the UN was conceived from 
its very foundations primarily to advance world Com- 
munism. 

How well the Hiss-type UN has served Communism 
may be judged from one overwhelming fact of world 
history: Since 1939, an area of 15-million square miles 
(five times the entire continental United States) has 
been forced under Communist control by armed con- 
quest, fifth-column intrigue, subversion, treachery, ter- 
rorism and treaty violations. 

Almost 700-million people have been submerged in 
police-state barbarism. Sheltered by the UN, the 
Kremlin has introduced a new era of shot-gun colon- 


ing to peace. It was as if the 
International Association of 
Police Chiefs suddenly had entered into a mutual de- 
fense alliance with the Protective Brotherhood of 
Bandits, Highwaymen, and Pirates. Who wonders, 
then, that since 1945, crime, delinquency, and degen- 
eration have flourished along the diplomatic front 
the world around? The UN conference at San Fran- 
cisco bestowed the crown of law and order on the 
world’s foremost champion of lawlessness and bestial- 
ity. 

Of course this whole fatuous structure must be 
uprooted. New foundations must be set in place for 
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a whole new edifice of world peace and order—new 
foundations harmonious with the universal inspira- 
tions and traditions of civilized society. Both Com- 
munism and its two-headed, cross-eyed twin, New 
Dealism, must be extirpated from the charter. The 
Truman-Hiss tradition in America must be repudiated 
as vociferously as the Stalin-Beria tradition is now 
being repudiated in Russia. 

Not only must Communism be outlawed and shack- 
led, it must be isolated from all respectable inter- 
course—in trade, culture, diplomacy—until it can 
honestly present acceptable credentials of morality, 
decency and international responsibility. This is in 
full the import of the Senate Committee’s recom- 
mendation that the final reorganization plan for the 
UN should deny place to states “which fail to adhere 
to the elementary decencies of international conduct.” 

. * * * 

The proposal to modify the UN by gradual amend- 
ments rather than complete charter revision is an 
empty mockery, for the reason that all charter amend- 
ments must be approved by a two-thirds majority in 
the Assembly, including all permanent members of the 
Security Council. 

This provision in Article 108 of the Hiss charter, 
gives Russia forever a veto over all charter amend- 
ments. 

The same provisions for ratification apply to any 
new charter which might be proposed by a special 
“revision” assembly. 

Thus, all the world finds itself today still in Hiss’ 
straightjacket. 

The only way out is to abandon the present UN 
structure at mid-sea and start over in an entirely new 
effort, without Russia. 


The basic terms of the UN charter were agreed upon 
at the disastrous Yalta Conference of February 1945. 
New light on the place Alger Hiss occupied at Yalta 
is now available from the official minutes published 
by the State Department. On page 91 of the secret 
minutes we find this illuminating note on Washing- 
ton’s preparations for Yalta, in January 1945: 

“At the Secretary’s Staff Committee meeting of 
January 10, the Secretary asked that all memoranda 
for the President on topics to be discussed at the 
meeting of the Big Three should be in the hands of 
Mr. Alger Hiss not later than Monday, January 15. 
These memoranda should go to Mr. Hiss through Mr. 
Yost.” 

This long-hidden historical fact completes the pic- 
ture of the UN origins. As Assistant Secretary of 
State of Special Political Affairs, Alger Hiss was in 
charge of preparations for the ill-starred Yalta Con- 
ference with Stalin. At Yalta, he largely controlled 
the conference schedule, arranged all committee meet- 
ings, prepared the official notes on secret meetings, 
and arranged the daily agenda. 

Returning to Washington in greatly enfeebled con- 
dition after Yalta, President Roosevelt died on March 
12, 1945. Five weeks later under the Truman Admin- 
istration, the San Francisco conference assembled to 
formalize the UN Charter, with Alger Hiss as Secre- 
tary-General. 

That’s the charter the world now has been forced to 
live with for eleven years. Today we face the stark 
fact that it was, from its inception, a gigantic public 
fraud. It must be junked. 


Roosevelt’s abject surrender to Communism at Yalta 
was demonstrated on February 5, 1945, in a personal 


Russia’s Commissar of Foreign Affairs Drives Home Bar- 
gain for Russian Veto Power with Truman’s Secretary of 
State at San Francisco U. N. Meeting. 


letter to Stalin, now revealed at page 629 of the 
Yalta Papers, in which Roosevelt said: 

“T hope I do not have to assure you that the United 
States will never lend its support in any way to any 
provisional government in Poland that would be inim- 
ical to your interests.” 

This was the personal declaration from Roosevelt 
which finally submerged poor, war-weary Poland in 
the cruel cauldron of Communist slavery, from which 
its people are now trying to extricate themselves. 

The dismemberment of Germany likewise was pro- 
posed first by Roosevelt. The secret minutes of the 
second plenary session at Yalta, on February 5, 1945, 
dealt chiefly with the problem of post-war Germany. 
At page 541 the minutes read: 

“The President then said that ... he was in favor 
of the dismemberment of Germany. ... He added 
that he still thought the division of Germany into five 
states or seven states was a good idea.” 

These two pivotal decisions of the Yalta conference 
were not disclosed to the world until March 1955 (ten 
years later), when the Yalta Papers were released by 
the State Department. Meanwhile, Alger Hiss’ UN 
had been set up as a going concern, with all the secret 
Yalta agreements welded into the permanent structure 
for world peace! The UN had been designed secretly 
at Yalta as a shelter and haven for Stalin’s Communist 
post-war aggressions. 

President Eisenhower has demanded repeatedly the 


(See, Rep Outitaw, Page 31) 


Soviet Delegate to UN (Malik) Exercising Veto at UN. 
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N the midst of stormclouds of war the most reassur- 
| ing feature of the Middle Eastern situation is the 

fixed determination of President Eisenhower to 
avoid being drawn into war. It is a complex of prob- 
lems beyond the power of any group to prevent col- 
lisions that may flame into war at any moment. How 
to prevent war in the Middle East is primarily the 
objective of American policy; how to forestall any 
schemes to involve the United States in that hotbed 
of war is as it should be the second objective. 

Plain speaking and telltale actions have disclosed 
that both Britain and France are eager to draw the 


U. S. AVOIDS WAR 


By IRA E. BENNETT 


United States into their plans. Both governments 
have sent strong armed forces to the Arab theater 
with the threat to use force. This was the program for 
Eisenhower-Dulles. Both governments ardently hope 
that the United States will support them and share 
responsibility for events if war should come. They 
would have the certainty of drawing upon superior 
resources capable of destroying the Soviet Union, 
Egypt and the chain of projected satellites in Asia 
Minor and Africa. Without the United States the 
NATO powers are feeble; with it they are unconquer- 
able. So long as Col. Nasser of Egypt is supported 
by the Kremlin crowd the fate of western Europe de- 
pends upon the enemy and not upon friends. As the 
wise man said of yore: “I do not decide peace or war; 
my neighbor decides.” 

The conference called by Britain settled nothing, 
of course. It could not settle anything except to post- 
pone decisions. Decisions rest with the Reds who 
stand behind Egypt. 

Some of the administration’s friends “hope” that 
friction will develop between the American oil com- 
panies and Saudia Arabia. But the oil companies, 
in harmony with American policy, are punctilious in 
meeting their contracts with Ibn Saudi of Saudi 
Arabia, whose receipts run into several million dollars 
a year. Foreign intrigue has little chance of stirring 
up a fight between the Americans and the oil kings. 

A question that causes no end of surmise and specu- 
lation is this: “Is the Soviet Union actually united, 
under a single dictator like Stalin, or is it split apart 
by ambitious rivals who may throw the regime into 
anarchy?” 

Suc’ evidence as can be obtained behind the Iron 
Curtain indicates that no qualified dictator has yet 
appeared. An appearance of solidarity is maintained 
by Bulganin, Khrushchev and others. But the riots 
at Poznan caught the Reds unprepared, with hundreds 
of Poles maimed or killed, and with no really strong 
man to take immediate command. Bodies were heaped 
upon sidewalks without burial for hours, during an 
interval in which disgusted Communists joined in 
fighting straggling Reds. 

Bulganin and Khrushchev have been trying to make 
it appear that the Soviet Union is intact, directed by 
competent men who could become skilled dictators. 
The two “leaders” fail to convince outsiders that the 
USSR is operated under one head or under a single 


policy. President Eisenhower has gone so far as to 
plead with Bulganin for a more responsive and con- 
siderate attitude; but the marshal seems to lack power 
to fix upon a policy, if in fact he is inclined towards 
peace. 

Behind President Eisenhower the American people 
stand like a stone wall against war in the Middle 
East. They know that war in that region would burst 
into East Germany and compel America to fight the 
universal enemy. What they fear is that Moscow 
is about to strike through Cairo by taking advantage 
of Anglo-British intrigue aimed at America’s reluc- 
tance to participate in Middle Eastern affairs. As the 
end of August approached, however, the Reds had not 
revealed their plans. 

During the latter part of August the political com- 
mittees in the United States were busy on party plat- 
forms. The strong purpose of all citizens to keep out 
of war, if possible, is made clear—and this attitude 
in itself is counted as a potent factor in the re-election 
of Eisenhower as a pioneer of peace. One current com- 
ment is that Eisenhower will be chosen as the only 
citizen who can deal with the enemy without losing 
his temper or kneeling to them as an appeaser. In the 
meantime, the famed columnist, Constantine Brown, 
makes this comment: “The men in the Kremlin have 
assisted the Moroccans in their struggle for complete 
sovereignty. Not only have they appeared to give 
them political backing, but they have managed also 
to smuggle to them the necessary weapons to fight 
France. The Russians are doing the same thing for 
the Algerian nationalists, against whom the French 
have been fighting a losing battle. Moscow and Prague 
have openly provided vast quantities of military, naval 
and air weapons to Egypt since last year. They have 
offered similar help to all the other Arabs who wanted 
it.” 

Mr. Brown’s unusual access to public affairs has 
been demonstrated many times, and his statements 
are accepted as authentic. His opinion on the attitude 
of President Eisenhower at this juncture would be of 
great interest. 

From Panama, after Mr. Eisenhower’s visit, it was 
disclosed that Moscow had engaged in intrigues having 
in view the transfer of jurisdiction to the U. N. from 
the Dardanelles and the Panama Canal. Mr. Brown 
reports this, stating that the proposal to change con- 
trol of the waterways mentioned “undoubtedly will 
be among them.” He thinks that the Reds, including 
Premier Nehru of India, “will insist that Chou En-lai 
and Tito be invited.” The western powers, he sug- 
gests, might be outvoted and thereby defeated in the 
U.N. 

Under the U. N. charter would the United States 
have power to veto a project to “internationalize” our 
own Panama Canal? The specific question is not 
answered, but it is asserted that the United States 
would have strong support if it should insist that the 
Panama Canal comes within the scope of a “domestic 
question” with which the U. N. has no jurisdiction. 
Here, however, rises the other question as to the ad- 
mission of Red China into the U. N. The United 
States has noted that it will not use the veto power 
against Red China, but will rely upon friendly mem- 
ber governments to vote against China. The “friendly 
member governments” have not always done so. They 
prevented the United States from electing Carlos 
Romulo as a member of the U. N. council, and they 
succeeded in foisting upon the U. N. a lot of Soviet 
puppets. Some of the “friendly” member states have 
voted with Moscow on many important questions. 
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Therefore it is suggested that the United States as- 
sumes needless risks when it counts upon support 
from “friendly members” that may prove to be un- 
reliable. 

A friend makes this report to the Narionat Re- 
pusLic: “I inquired into the question whether Latin 
America would stand by the United States for control 
of the Panama Canal against a vote in the U. N. for 
transfer of jurisdiction to the U. N. Most of the men 
speaking for the U. N. said it had the power and duty 
to take over world control of the Panama Canal, and 
that the United States had accepted this proposal as 
a matter binding upon the United States by treaty, 
as well as upon Turkey in the matter of the Dardan- 
elles. All seaways, they said, belonged to all nations 
under the U. N. charter.” 

Since the President’s return there has been some 
discussion of the proposal to transfer control of the 
Panama Canal to the U. N. It is a subject not yet 
widely debated, even in Latin America. The first 
expression comes from the average American citizen, 
who is astonished when he hears of the project. But 
it seems certain that most Americans will stand op- 
posed to the proposed transfer of the canal and will 
not permit the U. N. in any circumstances to deprive 
our country of its jurisdiction over the canal it has 
alone built and financed. 

The only conclusion that can be reached by the free 
world is that Communism is determined to destroy 
civilization. Col. Nasser, Egypt’s boss, is indirectly 
the agent of Moscow, bound to antagonize free gov- 
ernments scheduled for destruction by the Reds. It 
is idle to recount the stratagems of Moscow and Cairo 
which marked the end of fruitless conferences. The 
battle between Communism and freedom must go on 
until one or the other is destroyed. There is no room 
in this world for “peaceful coexistence” between slav- 
ery and liberty. 

So says J. Edgar Hoover, chief of the FBI, who 
spoke recently on television: “You’ve got to consider 
the characters of the men who constitute the present 
Russian government. Khrushchev himself served 26 
years under Stalin. He was also in charge of the 
purges in Moscow and in the Ukraine. In the Ukraine 
he instituted, under Stalin, some of the most extreme 
anti-Semitic measures, far stronger in many respects 
than those of Hitler. As to Voroshilov, who is the 
chief of state of the present Russian government, I 
would like to point out that he was the marshal in 
charge of the armies at Kiev, and he has openly boasted 
that at that particular time he urged 11,000 officers 
at Kiev to surrender, and if they would surrender 
he would guarantee that they and their families would 
be allowed to return to their homes. He then boasted 
that after they had surrendered he executed all 11,000 
officers, all male children, and put the wives and daugh- 
ters into the brothels for the use of the Russian army. 

“Now men of that kind have no character. They 
are godless men, and I would certainly want to see 
acts of indication of peaceful coexistence rather than 
mere words.” 

The Controversy over the Middle East will not down. 
It is seeded with fate and the field must be harvested. 
The Soviet Union has cast its fortunes into the morass 
of Egypt, no doubt making it impossible for Egypt 
and Britain to reach an accord. From the beginnihg 
of the Anglo-Egyptian quarrel it became apparent 
Communist intrigue would stir up national and racial 
passions in the Middle East. It was a situation that 


lent itself to the advantage of the Reds in both Russia 
and China, as well as in regions already marked out 
for conquest as satellites. Now, after all the prelimi- 
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nary maneuvers, the great western powers are 
pling with their enemy at the heart of the battle, 
There must be a victory for the west in the fight 
with Egypt which has been prodded by Russia. All 
that the free nations hold sacred is bound up in the 
control of the Mediterranean. British and American 
naval power must be applied, if necessary, not to con- 
quer Egypt, but to prevent inroads by Soviet sea and 
land forces. The Suez Canal must be kept free for 
navigation by the west in order to insure the steady 
flow of oil. If Britain cannot keep the Canal open, 
then American force must be applied also, for the 
operation of the American defense fleet is dependent 
upon the oil supply. In any event, come what will, 
America will asert its right to keep open the operation 
of the Suez Canal. 


PIPE-DREAMERS SHOULD QUIT 

American citizens without regard to party have a 
fine opportunity now to suppress the visionary “recip- 
rocal trade” propaganda which has dogged American 
industry for thirty years and yielded nothing but 
failure. For some reason or other a company of 
American State Department international pipe-dream- 
ers still hold the whip hand on the fantastic General 
Agreement for Tariffs and Trade (GATT) which is 
pressed incessantly upon industry as a “cure-all for 
international troubles.” Americans have had tariff 
struggles for 160 years and need no crackpot theories 
from amateur world government reformers who urge 
domestic industry to open its doors to paper-paid 
labor in other countries. 

There was a time when the New England States 
prospered in the textile industry against keen foreign 
competition. Where is that prosperity now? It has 
been killed off by State Department influences which 
work against domestic producers who formerly re- 
ceived tariff protection. What has America gained 
by buying cheap textiles made by Japanese workers 
earning only starvation wages? The Japanese fishery 
industry is taking over America’s domestic fishery 
industry. One American factory after another is go- 
ing out of business. About 150,000 Americans are out 
of work in various industries because of the inter- 
nationalists. They are paupers and must be supported 
by the public. 

Years ago, when the Smoot-Hawley Tariff Act was 
passed, the howl was made by the internationalist 
free-trade pipe-dreamers that the Tariff Act was a 
“robber.” Who was it robbing but the international 
trader? It was in fact a moderate tariff expanding 
the free list and giving foreign competitors a fair 
deal. Yet the New Deal sidestepped the Smoot-Haw- 
ley Act, and that Act is still a law today. The New 
Deal was manipulated to deprive Congress of control 
of the American Tariff Act, and ever since the State 
Department, not Congress, has dictated tariff policies. 

The “Reciprocal Trade Agreement” is again advo- 
cated by international agitators who know nothing of 
American industrial problems which must be met by 
domestic producers. The wages paid to American 
workers are the highest in the world. This high-wage 
system could not survive if domestic industry were 
not sustained by a tariff on foreign imports. Every 
citizen working in domestic industry owes it to his 
country to maintain a fair tariff law administered by 
Congress. By a fair law domestic industry can go 
forward with increased production and higher wages, 
instead of going backwards. The bleeding process of 
“reciprocal trade” is draining some industries to 
death. 
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UCH of the fireworks and oratory expended in Each day it seeks you out, at home or in your office, 
July might well be reserved for September. store or factory. You may fail to recognize it in the 
Independence Day would not long have been uniform of your postman, but he makes his appointed 
celebrated but for the signing, on September 17, 1787, rounds only because the Constitution gave to Con- 
of the document destined to weld thirteen weak and gress the power “to establish post-offices and post- 
bickering colonies into one strong and united Republic. roads.” Again, if you have in your pocket a single 
And yet the birthday of the Constitution, not even penny, you are carrying with you a bit of the Con- 
inked in red on our calendars, passes with little notice. stitution. The cross-country motorist whose dimes 

The years following the recognition of the independ- and dollars have been only too easily expendable 
ence of the one-time thirteen colonies were filled with through thousands of miles but who has accumulated 
disappointment and disillusionment. With the goal a varied assortment of sales-tax tokens, each good only 
of freedom attained, the problems of peace loomed _ in the state of its issuance, has ample proof of the 


AN ALMOST FORGOTTEN EVENT 


By RAYMOND F. RICE 


even larger than had those of war. No longer united wisdom of the Founding Fathers in granting to Con- 
in opposing a common foe, the states were not only gress the exclusive power to coin money and fix its 
drifting apart but were becoming embroiled in bitter value. 

territorial and commercial disputes. Conflicting But the Constitution does much more than deliver 
claims to the Green Mountain region brought New our mail and mint our coins. It guarantees to us 
York and New Hampshire to the verge of open war- individual rights enjoyed by only a fraction of the 
fare. Connecticut and Pennsylvania renewed their world’s population. Our sleep is undisturbed by the 
long-standing quarrel over the rich valley of the insistent knockings of Gestapo or secret police. We 
Wyoming. State navigation acts and customs duties have no prisons whose doors cannot be unlocked by 
paralyzed shipping and trade. New York went so far = q writ of habeas of corpus, to the end that an impartial 
as to levy a heavy import duty on every cartload of judicial inquiry may be made into the legality of the 
Connecticut firewood, and the merchants of that state detention of the humblest inmate. The news and 
retaliated with a boycott of goods from New York. 

Another serious trade obstacle was the lack of a 
national coinage. English, Spanish, French and Ger- 
man coins, of varying denominations, after being care- 
fully weighed to make certain that they had not been 
“clipped”, passed freely from hand to hand until driven 
from circulation by floods of paper money pouring 
from the printing presses of almost every state. 

The central government, without essential sovereign 
authority, was equally impotent at home and abroad. 
Lacking the power of taxation, its requisitions upon 
the states were ignored and the national treasury was 
empty. The army could not be paid as it was mus- 
tered out and in fear of the mutinous soldiers, Con- 
gress ignominiously fled the seat of government. 

No pessimistic alarmist, even Washington described 
the situation as bordering upon anarchy and chaos 
and characterized the government as “half starved 
and limping, moving on crutches and tottering at every 
step.” It was against this gloomy background that in 
May of 1787 there assembled in the same plain brick 
building in Philadelphia which had given birth to the 
Declaration of Independence a convention dedicated 
to the task of designing a stable governmental struc- 
ture. Completed within the brief space of eighty-five 
working days, there was signed on September 17th 
the document which for almost a hundred and seventy 
years has charted us safely through stormy seas strewn 
with the wrecks of nations whose pilots relied upon 
their own dead reckoning. 

All of this, you say, may be of interest to the his- 
torian, but as compared with city ordinances fixing 
the speed and parking limits on Main Street, the Con- 
stitution seems far removed from my every-day life. ' . 

Yet it is rather the Constitution which is inescapable. Shrine of American Freedom, the Constitution of U. S. A. 
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editorial columns of our breakfast-table newspaper 
are uncensored. On whatever day of the week we set 
apart for religious observance, we may freely repair 
to the church of our choice, there to worship accord- 
ing to the dictates of our own conscience. Our poor- 
est tenant farmer may aspire to ownership of the fields 
he tills, with the assurance that only for public use 
and by the payment of just compensation could even 
a foot of ground be taken from him, and with no fear 
that his lands might be confiscated and he himself 
liquidated in the setting up of a system of collective 
agriculture. 

Ail these and many other human rights are spelled 
out in our Constitution and its Bill of Rights. But 
they rest not on words alone. Into constitutions the 
world around the selfsame words have been written. 
Yet we need not look beyond our own Hemisphere to 
find dictators fluting fundamental freedoms supposedly 
secured by constitutions patterned after our own. 
Even the Stalin Constitution of 1939 has a familiar 
ring in piously guaranteeing as basic human rights 
freedom of religious worship and freedom of speech, 
press and assembly. Happily, our own guarantees 
of civil rights do not rest upon the weasel words of a 
synthetic constitution. Instead, they have been handed 
down to us as an inheritance from ancestors whose 
battles for the supremacy of the rights of the individ- 
ual were typified by the wresting of Magna Carta 
from a reluctant ruler on the plains of Runnymede in 
1215. 

But, like any other heritage, constitutional liberties 
may be lost. Here our greatest danger lies neither in 
an external enemy nor in a “man on horseback” on 
Pennsylvania Avenue. The late Chief Justice Hughes 
wisely observed that “The peril of this nation is not 
in any foreign foe. We, the people, are its power, 
its peril and its hope.” 

The Founding Fathers designed for us a government 
wherein the legislative, executive and judicial branches 
were so delicately balanced that each might operate 
as a check upon the others. Nor were the citizens 
themselves left wholly unchecked. Presidents and 
Vice Presidents were to be selected not by direct 
popular vote but through an electorial college, and 
senators were to be chosen by the state legislatures. 
But by changes in the Constitution, partly written and 
partly unwritten, we, the voters, acting through our 
national party conventions, have taken over the selec- 
tion of presidential and vice presidential candidates. 
Likewise, we have demanded and obtained a constitu- 
tional amendment providing for the election of United 
States senators by popular vote. 


But in so doing we have largely lost sight of the 
fact that such added powers carry with them corre- 
sponding responsibilities. The November election will 
determine who are to make up captain and crew for 
one of the most perilous peace-time voyages upon which 
the ship of state has yet embarked. But, judging from 
the past, less than half of our qualified voters will be 
sufficiently interested to mark a ballot or pull the 
lever of a voting machine. Of this minority, millions 
will be drawn to the polls only by self-interest. 

Determined efforts will again be made to herd us 
into pressure groups, to the end that we may use our 
ballots to reward or punish public servants according 
as they have voted for or against measures benefit- 
ing some particular block. Under any dictatorship, 
whether individual or group, fundamental human 
rights wither and die. We will therefore do well to 
remember, with the approach of the anniversary of its 
signing, that in the Constitution it was “we the people” 


Drafting the Declaration of Independence, Paving the Way 
to the Constitution. 


who spoke and not “we the butchers”, “we the bakers” 
or “we the candlestick-makers.” 


At the ripe age of 81, Benjamin Franklin was the 
patriarch of the Constitutional Convention. As its 
final session was drawing to a close he pointed to the 
President’s chair on which was painted a half-sun 
with its spreading rays, and after observing that often 
during the vicissitudes of his hopes and fears he had 
been unable to tell whether it was rising or setting; 
concluded: “But now at length I have the happiness 
to know that it is a rising and not a setting sun.” 
This fitting benediction to the Convention history loves 
to repeat. But it should not fail to remind us that to 
the anxious inquiry of a waiting citizen as to what 
manner of government had been provided by the 
framers of the Constitution, Franklin replied: “We 
have given you a Republic, if you can keep it.” 


“RIGHT-TO-WORK” 


One of the most scholarly presentations on one of 
the most controversial issues of the day has come 
forth in a new book, “The Case for Right-To-Work 
Laws,” by Rev. Edward A. Keller, C.8.C., of the Uni- 
versity of Notre Dame. The book is now available 
through The Heritage Foundation, Inc., 75 Wacker 
Drive, Chicago, Illinois. 

Tracing the issue and meaning of individual rights 
back, decades, the study presents the history and argu- 
ments that have been used for and against this guaran- 
tee of individual liberty and quotes all major court 
decisions on the subject over a period of many years. 


The writer is to be congratulated on a splendid job 
of research and calm presentation of this important 
subject. Any individual reading it with an open mind 
will be convinced that the laws, far from scuttling 
unions, open the doors wider to legitimate unionism, 
wherever the union can convince the individual that 
he can be best served by organized labor. 
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HAMELESS propaganda advocating world gov- 
S ernment is being financed by Ford automobile for- 
tune, which is tax-exempt in the Ford Foundation. 
The promotional work is handled by AFPE (Ameri- 
can Foundation for Political Education), allegedly an 
“educational corporation” whose national headquar- 
ters in Chicago manipulates throughout the United 
States thousands of propaganda cells otherwise known 
as “discussion groups.” Bannered as “World Poli- 
tics,” these discussion sessions are brainwashing adults 
of 120 cities in the United States, three cities in 
Canada, and three in England. 


A secret manual coaches the AFPE discussion lead- 
ers who are forbidden to exhibit this directive in pub- 
lic. A leader violated this order, brought the man- 
ual to class where page 65 opened to the remark: 
“As Hutchins puts it, we must ask, ‘one-world, but 
what kind?’ ”—revealing that the “World Politics” 
ear is bent toward Robert Maynard Hutchins, noto- 
rious as a world-government crusader and member of 
the one-world pressure group called “The Committee 
to Write a Constitution for World Government.” 

At the University of Chicago, where Hutchins was 
president before assuming the presidency of Ford 

Foundation’s notorious Fund 


for the Republic, a course titled 


TAX-EXEMPT BRAINWASHING 


By JO HINDMAN 


“Approaches to World Govern- 
ment,” is based on the prelimi- 
nary draft of a world consti- 
tution prepared at the Univer- 
sity. Significantly, the course 
instructor is also the director 
of the World Politics Program 


The Ford Foundation money reaches AFPE through 
Ford Foundation’s intermediary, the FAE (Fund for 
Adult Education, Pasadena) which is pouring millions 
of dollars into this and other adult educational chan- 
nels for the purpose of promoting left-wing ideology 
and world government. 

The “World Politics” title includes the radically 
slanted group discussions and strictly AFPE-con- 
trolled published materials distributed to adults who 
enroll in these groups that aggressively discuss the 
establishment of a supra-national world government. 
Subject matter is identical in all groups, and discus- 
sions hew to the basic AFPE-“line” that holds world 
government desirable and eradication of nationality, 
sovereignty, and patriotism, regardless of country, 
obligatory. This revolutionary AFPE attitude screams 
impartially at the sovereignty of the United States of 
America, sovereignty of the United Kingdom, or the 
sovereignty of any other nation that presents an ob- 
stacle to global world government. 

In the United States, groups of “World Politics” 
adults are meeting in American school houses, librar- 
ies, churches, hotels, club houses, civie centers, cham- 
bers of commerce, bankers’ conference rooms, colleges 
and universities to discuss Communism, power politics, 
international organiation, world government and its 
means and ends. 

The radical ideas are delivered to “World Politics” 
“discussants” packaged in three paper-backed volumes, 
Readings in World Politics, boxed in heavy-duty black 
cardboard that contain the utterances of Karl Marx, 
Friedrich Engles, V. I. Lenin, Mussolini, Joseph Sta- 
lin, Andrei Zhdanov, Karl Radek, Walter Lippman, 
Franklin D. Roosevelt, Adolph Hitler, Woodrow Wil- 
son, Grenville Clark, and Robert Maynard Hutchins, 
head of the Fund for the Republic, financed by Ford. 

Gullible “discussants,” ostensibly by one-sided radi- 
cal readings, believe they are objectively discussing 
undecided issues. Actually, they are being adroitly 
herded into approval of world government by well- 
coached instructor teams, each composed of a leader 
and a co-leader, often a male and a female, who have 
been briefed at Ford-FAE-AFPE expense in training 
centers situated throughout the nation. Several such 


centers are located in Beverly Hills, Los Angeles, and 
Santa Barbara, and at Chicago where the AFPE 
maintains headquarters at 19 8. La Salle Street. 


at Chicago U’s University Col- 
lege. Here, monthly prizes are 
awarded to students complet- 
ing “in the most satisfactory manner” the courses 
promoting world government. The prize? A set of 
encyclopedias published by an organization among 
whose directors, officers, consultants and collabora- 
tors of its Encyclopaedia Brittanica 16 mm. film sec- 
tion include UNESCO’s William Benton and Luther 
H. Evans, who as UNESCO director general is an “in- 
ternational civil servant.” Also Fund for the Repub- 
lic’s Paul Hoffman, Robert M. Hutchins, and George 
N. Shuster; Henry S. Commager, the anti-loyalty oath 
defender, and anthropologist Margaret Mead, linked 
with the recently exposed case of Mark Zborowski, 
veteran Soviet secret agent. 

The desirability of world government is discussed 
avidly through the ten-lesson “World Politics” courses 
with disdain and disillusionment expressed toward the 
accomplishments of the U. 8. A., but with admiration 
for the Communism of U. 8. 8. R. A loyal American 
enrolled in an AFPE course related, “For several 


Ford Foundation Financed Discussion Groups for Adults 
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minutes, our form of government was being attacked 
right and left, and I ‘blew my top.’ ” 

When participants become disgusted, the AFPE staff 
woos them by an essay in Vol. I of the Readings that 
claims that “good group discussion is inherently frus- 
trating.” The leader is prompted to recognize frus- 
tration as the second of four stages, the last being 
the one in which a participant “is no longer indulging 
in combat.” By then, he is completely brainwashed. 

Among ridiculous features of the program is the 
categoric description of class member types who “can 
be troublesome to a leader,” including the well-read 
fact-finder who “insists on introducing questions of 
fact.” The amazing AFPE manual gives blunt orders 
to the leader, “Our aim is good discussion of funda- 
mental issues, and therefore discussion of facts must 
be skirted in one way or another.” 

Facts flagrantly skirted are the hard-won independ- 
ence of Americans and the inalienable rights of life, 
liberty, and pursuit of happiness protected by the 
Constitution of the United States. But these values 
are ignored, or sometimes are attacked by AFPE par- 
ticipants, especially those with Communist leanings. 

G. B., a discussant noted: “The leader asked if na- 
tionality should be abolished, and someone suggested 
that people (the public) should be educated to change 
their country’s nationality to a world government 
nationality.” 

Nearing the end of the “World Politics” courses, 
discussants weigh the means of bringing about global 
world government which they are concluding is the 
only solution to mankind’s universal longing for peace. 
The leader’s manual asks: “Are there any practical 
steps than (sic) can be taken now to create world 
government ?” 

A group in one instance suggested that force was 
needed to implement world government and that a 
United Nations police force was the logical power. 

Few participants wince in AFPE classes when the 
subject of human slavery is introduced as an inevitable 
concession to world government. The leader quotes 
a passage memorized from the secret manual wherein 
Aristotle concluded that some men “are by nature 
slaves, and for these latter, the condition of slavery 
is both beneficial and just.” The world government 
fanatics accept this reasoning phlegmatically, oblivious 
to the tragedy that such engineered immorality is an 
enslavement threat to all human beings, including 
themselves. 

A “World Politics” class observer remarked, “Some- 
how, I feel that the members of this group do not 
think a lot—they read a lot of books and watch Ed 
Murrow on TV. What they think, they have read 
somewhere, and others chime in with details . . . say- 
ing they had read or seen it, too. B—— started to 
tell of the chattel slavery in India and the leader in- 
terrupted to say, ‘Oh, you read The Reporter, too!” 

The Reporter magazine has attracted notoriety by 
its crude cartoonry and inflammatory adherence to the 
Moscow line. 

Another WP class observer analyzed: “The real 
purpose of these ‘discussions’ is to lay down the ‘line’ 
so that those who seriously absorb the same can go 
forth and spread the ‘one world’ gospel with all its 
‘liberal’ and socialist trimmings.” 

AFPE, originator of the “World Politics” discus- 
sion groups, keeps open a direct channel to UNESCO, 
the one-world propaganda arm of the United Nations. 
One of the AFPE directors is Louise Leonard Wright, 
now director of the midwest office of the Institute of 
International Education, and formerly executive di- 
rector of Chicago Council on Foreign Relations. 


NATIONAL REPUBLIC 


Ford Foundation Financed Educational Experimentation 
for Teachers. 


Bolstering its internationalist layout, AFPE’s na- 
tional advisory board lists Joseph E. Johnson, presi- 
dent of Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, 
cited in the Tax-Exempt Foundations Report as a 
powerful propaganda machine dedicated to making 
Americans “world-minded ;” Also on the AFPE board 
is Victor G. Reuther of the new A.F.L.-C.1.0O. power 
merge. 

Harry A. Bullis is a director of Ford Foundation’s 
FAE that votes money to sustain the AFPE’s world 
government propaganda. He was a member of the 
‘Committee on the Present Danger, and an advisor 
of the United World Federalists, Inc. Bullis wrote 


to UWF: “We must strengthen the U. N. into a limited 
World government with a police force Shanes enough 


to maintain peace throughout the earth. 

Associated with Ford Foundation’s FAE is Clinton 
S. Golden, once director and officer of the Garland 
Fund, source of revenue for Communist causes, and 
sponsor and supporter of the National Council against 
conscription, also a “front.” 

Anna Lord Strauss, another Ford-FAE director, af- 
filiates with the League of Women Voters that is 
sponsor of the leftist Freedom Agenda and defender of 
the leftwing American Heritage Project, Ford spon- 
sored via FAE-American Library Association. 

Interlocking directors and Ford Foundation gran- 
tees thus set the pace for the “World Politics” pro- 
gram, sponsored in the United States by 61 colleges 
and universities, 68 civic and service organizations 
(Chambers of Commerce, Y. W. C. A., Y. M. C. A., 
Y. M. H. A. (Hebrew), Rotary and Lions clubs), 48 
libraries, 22 world affairs councils, 65 adult education 
councils and other organizations, including Jewish 
Community centers and the League of Women Voters; 
38 religious organizations and 45 public and private 
schools. 

Operating thus on a local community level, enjoy- 
ing an aura of complete respectability through its 
gullible sponsors, the “World Politics” world govern- 
ment ideology is brainwashing people who would be 
otherwise unreachable by the ordinary type of inter- 
national socialist propaganda. 

The overall “World Politics” program includes two 
sequel courses, “American Foreign Policy,” and “Rus- 
sian Foreign Policy,” each complete with slanted 
readings. 

While Ford Foundation piously donates to hospitals, 

(See, BratnwasHine, Page 31) 
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THE ENEMY WITHIN 
OUR GATES 


( REGISTERED TRADE MARK ) 


Concerning the Activities of Movements Tending 
To Undermine the Institutions of the Republic. 


In a swift decision, a federal jury of eight men and 
four women has convicted six more Communist lead- 
ers of conspiring to teach and advocate the violent 
overthrow of our Government. The trial was held in 
New York and the convicts are well known in Red 
Party circles. 

They are George Blake Charney, 51, acting Party 
secretary in New York District; Alexander Trachten- 
berg, 72, Red propagandist; Sidney Stein, 40, assistant 
Red Party labor secretary; Fred Fine, 41, secretary 
of the Party’s public affairs national commission ; 
William N. Marron, alias William Norman, 53, execu- 
tive secretary of the New York district of the Party, 
and James Edward Jackson, Jr. (Negro) director of 
the Party’s Southeastern District. 

The conviction of this group of six brings to 114, 
the number of Communists who have been convicted 
of promoting the overthrow of the Government or 
more specifically of Smith Act violations. 

Four other Communist leaders have been convicted 
under the Party membership prohibition law. They 
are Claude Zack Lightfoot (Chicago) ; Dr. Albert Blum- 
berg, Philadelphia, former Johns Hopkins University 
professor, Baltimore, and Maryland-D. C. Party lead- 
er; John Francis Noto, Buffalo, and Junious Irving 
Scales, Charlotte, N. C. 

Those convicted under the Smith Act, include: 

First New York trial: Benjamin Davis, Eugene Den- 
nis, John Gates, Gilbert Green, Gus Hall, Irving Pot- 
ash, Jacob Stachel, Robert Thompson, John William- 
son, Henry Winston, Carl Winter. Baltimore: Doro- 
thy R. Blumberg, Maurice Braverman, Philip Frank- 
feld, Regina Frankfeld, George A. Meyers, Leroy Hand 
Wood. Los Angeles: Frank Carlson, Philip Connelly, 
Ben Dobbs, Ernest Otto Fox, Dorothy R. Healey, Rose 
Kusnitz, Carl R. Lambert, Albert J. Lima, Al Rich- 
mond, William Schneiderman, Frank Spector, Loretta 
Stack, Henry Steinberg, Oleta O. Yates. New York 
(Southern District): Alexander Bittleman, Elizabeth 
G. Flynn, Betty Gannett, V. J. Jerome, Arnold John- 
son, Claudia Jones, Albert Lannon, Jacob Mindel, Pet- 
tis Perry, Louis Weinstock, William Weinstone. Hon- 
olulu: Koji Ariyoshi, Dwight J. Freeman, Charles K. 
Fujimoto, Eileen Fujimoto, Jack Wayne Hall, Jack 
Kimoto, John E. Reinecke. Pittsburgh: William Al- 
bertson, Benjamin Careathers, James H. Dolsen, Steve 
Nelson, Irving Weissman. 

Also, Seattle: Paul Bowen, John Daschbach, Bar- 
bara Hartle, Henry Huff, Terry Pettus. Detroit: Wil- 
liam Allan, Thomas Dennis, Jr., Nathan Kaplan, Phil- 
ip Schatz, Saul Wellman, Helen Winter. St. Louis: 
Dorothy Forest, James Frederick Forest, Robert 
Manewitz, Marcus A. Murphy, William Sentner. Phila- 
delphia: David Dubensky, Irvin Katz, Robert Klon- 
sky, Joseph Kuzma, Sherman Labovitz, Walter Lowen- 
fels, Thomas Nabried, Joseph Robert, Benjamin Weiss. 


NEW CONVICTIONS BRING TOTAL TO 114 


Jerome Fenton, Director of Security, Department of De- 

fense, Testifies Before Senate Committee on Dangers of 

Foreign Interests’ Investments in Vital American Defense 
Industries. 


Cleveland: Lucille Bethencourt, Joseph Brandt, Mar- 
tin Chancey, Frank Hashmall, Anthony Krchmarek, 
George Watt. New Haven: Robert Champion Ekins, 
Joseph Diman, Jacob Goldring, Simon Silverman, 
Martha Stone, James Sherman Tate. Denver: Arthur 
Bary, Anna Bary, Patricia J. Blau, Lewis M. Johnson, 
Joseph Scherrer, Faia Scherrer, Harold Zepelin. New 
York (Third trial): George Blake Charney, James 
E. Jackson, Jr., Alexander Trachtenberg, Sidney 
Steinberg, William Norman Marron, Fred Morris 
Fine. 

Other cases such as the recently indicted Massachu- 
setts Communists, have not as yet been held. The 
indicted include Michael Russo, Otis Hood, Sidney 
Lipshires, Daniel Boone Schirmer, Mrs. Anna (Bu- 
lack) Timmons, known as the Red Flame, Geofrey 
White and Edward Strong. 

The indictments of the 114 charged that the defend- 
ants, all indicted by federal grand juries, had con- 
spired “unlawfully, wilfully and knowingly to advo- 
cate and teach the duty and necessity of overthrowing 
and destroying the Government of the United States 
by force and violence.” . 

Commenting on the jury’s unanimous decision, in 
the latest trials, Acting U. 8S. Attorney Thomas B. 
Gilchrist, Jr., said it was a relief to see the jury “cut 


The Detroit Communists Arrested in 1952, Later Convicted. | 


through the double-talk and deception with which the 
Party has traditionally cloaked its activities and de- 
termine in short order the true underlying purpose of 
the Party, namely to overthrow the Government by 
force and violence. 

This case, he said, “disposes of the last of the na- 
tional Communist leaders who were functioning in 
the Nineteen Forties.” This is of course an error, in 
that William Z. Foster, never tried, and fifty-five other 
leaders active in the period named above, have not yet 
been indicted. 

It was the second trial for Trachtenberg and Char- 
ney, they having won new trials on the basis of a 
sworn statement of turncoat Harvey M. Matusow, 
that he had perjured himself in testifying against 
them. 

The indictments of the above date back to 1948, All 
surrendered to federal authorities except Stein who 
was finally caught in a California mountain hideout. 
Sentencing was put off until a later date. Maximum 
penalty is five years in prison and $10,000 fine. Stein, 
once a fugitive, was put under $40,000 bond. Bonds 
of Charney and Trachtenberg are $5,000 each and Nor- 
man and Fine $20,000 each. 

Federal Judge Alexander Bicks complimented the 
jury on their job, observing, “You should feel you have 
done a great service to your country and I’m sorry 
that I can’t give you citations for your conscientious 
devotion to duty.” 

Apparently anticipating the verdict, a statement 
was distributed in behalf of the defendants saying 
that the Government’s case was manufactured with 
“a combination of a pair of political informers and 
anti-Communist prejudice.” It also brought back into 
play the Reds old alibi that “We feel confident this 
verdict is a dying relic of McCarthyism and that it will 
be reversed.” 

The defense announced it would appeal the decision. 

In summing up the case the U, 8S. Attorney said, 
“It is contended you cannot run a revolution with 
books. Don’t be naive. We say you cannot have a 
well indoctrinated membership without books. The 
Communists say, ‘Look, we’re weak; how could we 
overthrow a great big government?’ We can only re- 
mind you how few people it takes to throw a switch.” 

The defense summed up its case with: “Commu- 
nists have always had ‘revolutionary enthusiasm,’ but 
it is our contention that this doesn’t mean to them 
what it means to the Government.” He termed his 
clients: “Misguided idealists searching for a better 
world.” If Russia is that “better world” possibly 
they should be confined to an insane asylum instead 
of a jail cell. 

Trachtenberg sought asylum in the United States 
in 1907 after having been imprisoned for his part in 
the first Russian revolutionary attempt in 1905. He 
obtained his education in Trinity College and Yale 
University and founded the Communists’ International 
Publishers. He had been a member of the Party’s 
National Education (propaganda) Commission and 
treasurer of the Communists’ Jefferson School of So- 
cial Science. 

Charney, a Ukrainian by birth, came to the U. S. 
with his parents, and was educated in the University 
of Pennsylvania, New York Law School and Harvard. 
He was admitted to the bar in 1932, joined the Party 
in 1933, and from 1937 to 1940 was Red Party organ- 
izer in Harlem (N.Y.C.). Since then he has held 
various positions in the Party trade union branch. 

Stein, who changed his name from Steinberg, and 
who entered the United States from Lithuania as 
Ovsejus Sarfsteinas, has been a writer and butcher. 


D. J. ADDS TO RED FRONTS' LISTING 


Baltimore Communist Party Leaders on Trial in 1952, 
Later Convicted. 


He joined the Party in 1936, and became its New 
Jersey organizer in 1942. He has already served one 
prison term for harboring Communist Robert G. 
Thompson, one of the top eleven Reds earlier con- 
victed. He served two years and three months for 
affording fugitive Thompson a hideout before they 
were both caught by the F.B.I. 

Fine is a lesser light, but recently criticized his com- 
rades in the Daily Worker for a “weak and uncertain” 
policy with respect to the attacks on Stalin. 

Norman was born in Russia and obtained deriva- 
tive citizenship through his father in 1919. He has 
been a Party member since 1932. 

Jackson, born in Richmond, Virginia, and graduate 
of Virginia Union University and Howard University, 
has been vice president of the Southern Negro Youth 
Congress and more recently has held the title of South- 
ern Regional Director of the Communist Party. 


Three Added to D. J. Subversive List 


Attorney General Herbert Brownell, Jr., has an- 
nounced that he has asked the Subversives Activities 
Control Board to order three organizations to register 
with the Attorney General as Communist front organ- 
izations as required by the Subversives Activities Con- 
trol Act of 1950. 

The petitions are against these organizations: 

Save Our Sons Committee, Argo, Illinois 

The Colorado Committee to Protect Civil Liberties, 

Denver, Colorado 
The Connecticut Volunteers for Civil Rights. 
New Haven, Connecticut. 
The petitions brought to 19 the number involving 


(See, Enemy, Page 23) 
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SEPTEMBER, 1956 


FOR—Fundamental Americanism; Constitutional Repre- 


CNATIONAL REPUBLIC EDITORIALS 


sentative Government; Constructive National Policies. ® 


AGAINST—All Subversive Movements Inimical to Ameri- 
can Ideals, Traditions and Institutions. 


WHAT A WORLD OF DIF- 


SOCIALISM? NEVER! 


two national conventions! The people of the United 
States have spoken. The voice of the people, like the 
voice of God, determines their destiny. 

The great mass of Americans—the overwhelming 
majority—have decided that this Country shall not 
fall a victim to Socialism. It declares that America 
will remain American, free and independent. Its 
people will enjoy their inalienable rights of life, lib- 
erty and prosperity. The individual will engage in 
enterprise and will not be shackled by the one-state 
tyranny which is made to sound so palatable by rab- 
ble-rousing speakers, but that invariably ends in star- 
vation and slavery. The tremendous welcome to 
President Eisenhower, the platform declaration and 
the massive movement against labor racketeering give 
notice of what the people have decided. This is their 
program: 

Socialism (that is, Communism) must die. 

The President will do his best to avoid war. 

The Counterfeit of Socialism calling itself “social 
security” will not be permitted to loot the Treas- 
ury. 

Racketeers calling themselves “labor leaders” will 
be exposed and defeated at their game of Socialist 
encroachments on the freedom of the workers. 

In Chicago Adlai Stevenson stultified himself and 
deserted his personal traditions when he became the 
spokesman for sugar-coated Socialism, financed by 
labor racketeers and professional Socialists parading 
as “constitutional liberals”. His grandfather Adlai, 
stalwart colleague of Grover Cleveland, although per- 
mitting himself to be the tool for the Populace in gain- 
ing office, stood valiantly against the strongest military 
power in the world and commanded it to quit its 
scheme to establish colonies in Venezuela. The United 
States would have gone to war rather than tolerate 
overseas aggression. The British attempt to conquer 
Venezuela was frustrated and brushed away by Amer- 
ica under President Cleveland and Vice President 
Adlai Stevenson. But now Adlai Stevenson, modern 
“liberal,” leaves Americanism and the Monroe Doc- 
trine to root for Socialism! 

All loafers and grafters, all would-be beneficiaries 
of the Treasury under pseudo “social security” Social- 
ism, were invited by Adlai to get into the free-lunch- 
room where the Government keeps its Treasury. The 
program was boldly proclaimed at Chicago. Adlai 
said “labor” would be cared for, and the Socialists, 
such as Walter Reuther, now raising the Stevenson 
slush-fund know what he means. These labor politi- 
cos believe, or pretend to believe, that the United 
States has dropped the individual free enterprise sys- 
tem and intends to establish state Socialism. 

Walter Reuther, an internationalistic Socialist, 
leads the mob that hopes to take control of this coun- 
try, if he can win. Heretofore the Democrat Party 
cleared top candidates and the platform through Sid- 
ney Hillman. In Chicago they cleared candidates 
and platform through his successor, Reuther. 

Reuther, all on fire for the so-called “guaranteed 
annual wage,” thought he could fool a majority of 


FERENCE marked the 


workers to support his bill in Ohio. But the majority 
in his own organization overruled him by a large vote, 
always aided by faithful wives who warned them not 
to vote for a “guarantee” of special graft by somebody 
else. “Stick to your job,” said these housewives, and 
Reuther’s pipe-dream faded out in smoke. If he had 
had better sense or information he could have known 
the result that was announced 3,000 years ago. In 
those days somebody suggested that a “guarantee” 
should be invented to make everybody secure. “Very 
good,” said one wise man, “but who will guarantee 
the guarantor?” In Latin it was asked: “What care- 
taker will take care of the caretaker?” 

Now Adlai proposes to loot the Treasury, that “in- 
exhaustible fountain of wealth.” But what about the 
fountain if it is already drained by Socialism and 
starvation? 

In Poland millions of Poles are now starving to 
death. In all of Russia there is hunger, want and 
starvation, the result of Socialist strangulation of en- 
terprise. Socialism kills enterprise. There is the 
record. It creates and distributes poverty. Everyone 
has full equality in enforced poverty. 

The reception accorded President Eisenhower re- 
flected the enthusiastic decision of the people, by a 
vast majority, to keep their world peacemaker in his 
place, with Vice President Nixon at his side. Mr. 
Eisenhower’s speech was in harmony with his record, 
and his program for peace, prosperity and personal 
enterprise was supported squarely by the Constitu- 
tion. He appealed to Americans to cooperate in for- 
eign policy, not as partisans or job-chasers, but as 
patriotic citizens determined to seek peace with honor. 
The platform met with the approval of delegates and 
stands as the pledge that binds the head of the return- 
ing Administration to keep his promises. 

Nothing could have been more in contrast than the 
G. O. P. Convention after the showing of a leftist 
bloc at Chicago had bawled out its demand for Treas- 
ury graft. The keynote speech of Governor Langlie 
was in itself a stinging rebuke to Governor Clement 
of Tennessee, who had stooped into a Chicago speech 
of vulgar abuse and has forfeited public respect. 

Notwithstanding the failure of free nations to reach 
an agreement on the Suez question, the G. O. P. dele- 
gates stood loyally with President Eisenhower in hopes 
of a peaceful settlement. He will cling to the peace 
program in spite of Communist efforts to stir up 
world war. Moscow fails, goes hungary and faces 
disaster, but it does not gain the final victory, 

More Americans now hold more jobs than ever be- 
fore. Production is greater than ever before. Mr. 
Eisenhower points to peace, prosperity and greater 
enterprise, better living conditions and better pros- 
pects of world peace. The campaign opens with Eisen- 
hower already chosen for another term. With him 
stands Vice President Nixon, the G. O. P. Convention’s 
choice. Harold Stassen, like Truman, is thrust away. 
Truman and Harriman shrink into obscurity to escape 
public derision and scorn. 

November waits impatiently for the verdict: 

“America for Socialism? Never!” 
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THE VETO POWER Iv IS RATHER INTERESTING TO 
note that the scope of the 

President’s veto power should have remained in doubt 

for 131 years until the Supreme Court could interpret 

the constitutional intent. 

Did the framers intend that no vetoed bill should 
become law unless two-thirds of all members elected 
to both Houses of Congress should vote to override 
the veto? Or was it agreed that a veto could be over- 
ridden if two-thirds of the members who happened to 
be present should have power to nullify a veto? In 
one case the number constituting a quorum only could 
easily overrule a veto message. In other cases it has 
been noted that even a big majority of members 
elected, constituting two-thirds of a quorum present, 
cannot put through a veto if elected members are not 
actually present. 

In practice the Constitution-makers left three ques- 
tions sometimes in doubt. It was reasoned that since 
the veto power had been toned down to include only 
“two-thirds of those present”, there was little danger 
of executive usurpation of power. Yet, at some peri- 
ods, it became very important to know the extent of 
the veto power. In general, the practice seems to have 
been that if a large majority of members of both 
Houses should insist upon a bill the veto would be 
declared void if two-thirds of the members present on 
the floor should vote to nullify the veto. 

The Supreme Court settled this question of the 
scope of the veto power in 1919 in the case of Missouri 
Pacific Railroad vs. Kansas (248 U. 8S. 276). It was 
held that a presidential veto might be overridden by 
a vote of two-thirds of the members present, even if 
this vote did not constitute two-thirds of all members 
elected. 

Great events might be affected by presidential ve- 
toes. Politicians speculate upon the dangers of defeat 
confronting a President who dares to veto a popular 
bill. But President Eisenhower vetoed the farm bill 
and his action won the people’s approval, even by 
farmers. Political prophecies turn sour at least half 
the time. A classic case was when poll “experts” fore- 
cast Truman’s defeat by Dewey in 1948, but the ex- 
perts who made up the polls are still in eclipse. 

Any prediction as to the political consequence of a 
big controversial veto is a silly adventure, in view of 
the narrow margin that divides the control of the two 


great parties. 
SOVIET FRAUD WITH TIRESOME AND ENDLESS 
talk the spokesmen of Soviet 
Russia and the Western Powers turn over the dry 
husks of disarmament “proposals.” Any analysis 
made during the last ten years would have condemned 
“disarmament” as a fraud concocted by Soviet con- 
spirators who persist in hoping that they can over- 
reach the free world and thus conquer it by guile and 
“smooth talk.” Americans who have stuck by the 
thought that disarmament might somehow be evolved 
from negotiations with the Reds have made them- 
selves ridiculous by refusing to accept truth and fact. 
The Soviet Union immediately turned to treason after 
Japan’s defeat and has done nothing but tell lies since 
the taking over of the satellites. 

Soviet Russia, through Party boss Khrushchev, of- 
fers a proposal to cut down armed forces in proportion 
te cuts in the Communist forces. Why should the free 
governments waste time on this scoundrel? He is an 
accomplice in the murder of thousands of victims of 
Communism. Any figure of “armed forces” furnished 
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by this assassin would be in itself a fraud and a lie. 
Why? Because it is his duty to lie to the enemy, to 
over-reach him by fair-seeming words if possible and 
then to ruin him otherwise if necessary. 

An agreement on disarmament by the United States 
would develop a Soviet interpretation of the agree- 


ment, quite the opposite of “truth” and “good faith” 
as understood by all who act in obedience to moral 
law. It is idle to cite figures of “armed forces” on 
each side. Any figure named by Soviet authority is 
intended to deceive. It is high time to drop the slimy 
and poisonous talk of a possible binding agreement 
with the world’s enemy. 

When the Communists release subjugated peoples 
and open their prison doors to poor tortured victims it 
will be good bait for all who wish world peace. Free 
people cherish the hope that Communism will wreck 
itself, or do anything, by compulsion or by volunteer 
cooperation, to bring about peace. 

Having declared war by force and violence against 
the United States, the only sensible recourse by Amer- 
ica is to be ready, to ward off fraud and lies, and to 
terminate the insulting “proposals” which the enemy 
uses for propaganda and conspiracy in pressing upon 
credulous and ignorant citizens. 

WHERE HISS SoME BUSINESS MEN HERE AND 

abroad do not believe that en- 
COMES IN emy trade with strategic ma- 

terials can do any harm. They 
hold that all materials are strategic and none of them 
important—that the necessities of nations greatly off- 
set the advantages that might accrue from the use 
of special war materials. They believe also that trade 
makes for peace, and that the natural tendency of 
traders to prefer peace to war will hammer down ex- 
travagance in defense spending and ultimately result 
in disarmament. 

This is the theory which Harold Stassen holds at 
his heart’s core. It is a mercantilist theory long held 
by Alger Hiss when he was influential in formulating 
the U. N. charter along with that other “pacifist,” 
Andrei Gromyko, at Dumbarton Oaks. They looked 
upon Soviet-American trade as the panacea of peace 
and the precursor of disarmament. Later, when Hiss 
was convicted for perjury (not treason) his good left- 
ist friend Dean Acheson exclaimed, “I shall not turn 
my back upon Alger Hiss.” 

There is good ground for the opinion that Harold 
Stassen has never looked upon Hiss as a traitor. Their 
opinion that trade with potential enemies is instru- 
mental in promoting peace is shared by most interna- 
tionalists. Stassen as secretary of peace and disarma- 
ment conferences has persisted in “relaxing” hundreds 
of strategic items under embargo which have profited 
British traders. No treason charge has been lodged 
against Stassen or Hiss, so far as known. In some 
quarters it has been suggested that leftists and dis- 
loyal public relations amateurs persuaded Stassen to 
criticize Nixon because he had helped to convict Hiss; 
but Nixon does not seem to have charged that trading 
with the enemy is treason. If he had dealt secretly 
with Soviet and British traders at Moscow he might 
become a fit subject for criticism. 

“The man who stands by and says nothing, when 
the peril of his government is discussed, cannot be 
misunderstood. If not hindered, he is sure to help 
the enemy.”—Abraham Lincoln. 
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ONSTITUTION DAY stretches into Constitution 
Week beginning this month. The celebration 
will hereafter last from September 23rd to 27th 

each year. 

This came about through the special efforts of Sena- 
tor William F. Knowland of California. His Senate 
Joint Resolution 105 was signed recently by President 
Eisenhower. 

Constitution Week is for the purpose of calling at- 
tention to the events that took place during a similar 
period in 1787 and of what those events mean to us 
today. 


be—with thought given to the great heritage handed 
down by the Founding Fathers, especially the 39 
men who signed the Constitution, a document that 
ranks the greatest. 

As Senator Knowland says, “In this day and age, 
during a period when constitutional and representa- 
tive government is under unceasing attack by the 
agents of totalitarianism, it seems to me to be critical- 
ly necessary to focus the attention of our citizens 
and public officials on those historic acts which, taking 
place during the week of September 17, 1787, have 
brought the fullest development of free men in a free 


CONSTITUTION WEEK CELEBRATION 


By JOHN JAY DALY 


Drafted July 4, 1776—Independence Day—the 
United States Constitution was approved unanimously 
by the delegates to the Constitutional Convention in 
Philadelphia on September 17th, 1787. It went into 
effect in the first week of March 1789. 

Since that time, with its first ten amendments 
known as The Bill of Rights, adopted by the first 
Congress of the United States in New York, 1789, 
the American Constitution has come to be known as 
the greatest of all documents—political or otherwise 
—conceived by the mind of man. Inspirational, some 
believe it was inspired by the Holy Spirit to whom 
the delegates appealed for guidance. 

It took quite some time and a lot of men to write 
it. That is why Senator Knowland thought a full 
week of emphasis should be given to it by the American 
people. Previously the Senator had introduced Senate 
Concurrent Resolution 40 in June of 1955 authorizing 
the week of September 17 through the 23rd as Con- 
stitution Week. But that was for only one year. 
That resolution was adopted by the Congress and 
approved by Presidential resolution. 

This time, Senator Knowland’s Joint Resolution, 
the House of Representatives concurring, authorizes 
the same period of each year as Constitution Week. 

That is more like it, as the saying goes. Now there 
will be a full week every year to pause and think 
about the Constitution and what it means to the 
American people. Then and only then will the masses 
realize the importance of preserving it. 

With this new set-up, an event that took place 169 
years ago and which marked a turning point in the 
history of the world attains significance worthy of 
the fact. In the week that followed the finishing 
touches to the Constitution, back in 1787, the proposed 
document was made known to the people throughout 
the country. It took time, in those days, to get around 
and about. 

In this modern day, with facilities of fast communi- 
cation—the press, radio, TV—more should be learned 
quickly about the Constitution and what it means. 
That is the idea of Constitution Week. 

In every schoolhouse, in all churches, synagogues, 
temples, auditoriums, armories, convention halls, 
wherever people gather, especially in the home—full 
and complete observance is asked for Constitution 
Week. 

This is a period of national meditation—or should 


society the world has known to date.” 

This free Republic, the Senator reminds us, is the 
result of what happened when outstanding leaders— 
men like George Washington, Benjamin Franklin, 
James Madison, Alexander Hamilton, Thomas Jeffer- 
son, Robert Morris and 49 others—proposed amend- 
ments to the Articles of Confederation and to create a 
Federal Government having authority and power to 
regulate the nation’s affairs, yet to guard the people 
against an autocratic centralized government. 

In continuous session for five months—it took all 
this time, and a little more for the 55 delegates to the 
Convention to arrive at a conclusion—the United 
States Constitution was completed. And what a 
product! 

Senator Knowland is only one of many who believe 
that the fruits of this labor were handed down from 
on High. He states: 

“It has long been my conviction that the men who 
sat at Philadelphia were motivated by divine guidance 
in submitting to the country and the world at large 
a representative system of law, order and liberty. 
In these times of atheistic challenges of tyranny and 
suppression it behooves all of us, 165 million Ameri- 


Senator William Knowland (left) Pushed Through Recent 
Legislation for Permanent Constitution Week, Shown With 
Democrat Leader, Senator Lyndon Johnson. 
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cans to appreciate and pay our allegiance and respect 
te the Constitution of the United States.” 


Herbert Hoover, when President of the United 


States, made more talks about the Constitution than 
perhaps any other man to ever occupy the White 
House. In the Library of Congress there are four of 
five volumes filled with his thoughts on this famous 
document. He never missed an opportunity to tell 
the youth of America about their great heritage. 

Often, to gatherings of boys and girls, Mr. Hoover 
remarked that it didn’t take too long to write the 
Declaration of Independence, for that possessed an 
emotional quality and was nurtured by spontaneity, 
but that it took much longer to write the Constitution. 

When a man has a yoke on his neck, and wants to 
get rid of it, he doesn’t—as a rule—pause to ponder. 
He goes into action. So, back in the early days, 
when this Republic was a dreamboat, England got 
told off. That was how the Declaration of Independ- 
ence came into being. It was that way with the com- 
posing of the Star Spangled Banner, too, done on the 
tip of a moment. 

But, as Mr. Hoover liked to recall—and still does 
when he talks to such as the Boys Clubs of America 
or to the Girl Scouts and the like—there was quite an 
interval between the writing of the Declaration of 
Independence and the ratification of the Constitution 
of the United States. 

This was a period of ponderation. 

It took more than the week we'll now celebrate 
each year to get that document up on the pedestal 
where it belongs. It took what the Midwestern farm 
boys call “some doings.” 

Mr. Hoover puts it this way: 

“Our Constitution is not alone the working plan of 
a great Federation of States under representative 
government. There is embedded in it also the vital 
principles of the American system of liberty. That 
system is based upon certain inalienable freedoms and 
protections on which not even the government may in- 
fringe and which we call the Bill of Rights. It does 
not require a lawyer to interpret those provisions. 
They are as clear as the Ten Commandments.” 

Among some of the provisions of the Bill of Rights, 
mentioned by this patriotic American, are the freedom 
of worship, freedom of speech and of the press, the 
right of peaceable assembly, equality before the law, 
just trial for crime, freedom from unreasonable search, 
and security from being deprived of life, liberty or 
property without due process of law. 

These are the principles which distinguish American 
culture, American custom, American civilization. 

“Therein,” says Mr. Hoover, “are the invisable 
sentinels which guard the door of every home from 
invasion of coercion, of intimidation and fear. Therein 
is the expression of the spirit of men who would be 
forever free.” 

The rights set forth in the Constitution—and there 
are thirty or more of them—were not discovered over- 
night. They came into being over a long period of 
time, dating away back before the establishment of 
this Republic—or at least they were recognized as 
something to be desired. Centuries of struggle brought 
them to the attention of mankind. Men gave their 
lives. fought to their last breath, for the recognition 
of what our Constitution embodies and bestows on 
the humblest of Americans. 

Down through the centuries came the wistful wish- 
ing of the Habeas Corpus, the Petition of Rights, the 
Declaration of Rights, the development of the funda- 
mental principles and even the maxims of Common 
Law. 
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Teach the Constitution to the Youth, Hold the Politicians 
to Its Contents. 


Expansion and security of these ideals—common 
practice in the America of today—were a long time 
coming to realization in the Old Hemisphere, so our 
forefathers decided to make a dream come true, and 
to do this, they migrated to America. 

When the Declaration of Independence was de- 
clared, human rights were on the way of being ex- 
tended on a large scale—something that had never 
been known before. When the Constitution of the 
United States followed as the next step, the world was 
given a thrill it had not previously experienced. 

But even that was not enough. These Founding 
Fathers, were rugged. Fearing a return to tyranny, 
remembering the years of terrible strife, when the 
shackles had finally been thrown off, they decided 
that their hard won rights should be protected even 
more than the Constitution provided. And so they 
drew up the American Bill of Rights. 

That put America—the new country—out in front 
of any nation that ever existed. 

In black and white, as part of the United States 
Constitution, are your rights and my rights—and, O, 
how lucky we are to have them so clearly defined: 

The right of every man and woman to live a normal 
life—without the breathing of a dictator down their 
backs. 

The right of a man to worship his God as he deems 
proper. 

The right, as Thomas Jefferson put it, “to prevent 
government from wresting the labors of the people 
under the pretense of caring for them,” but are we 
not gradually losing this under the pretense of twen- 
tieth century “humanitarianism” ? 

The right, even, to live it up. The right to survive. 

Whatever inherent rights we have, there they are— 
embedded in our Constitution. It provides us all with 
the inalienable right of life, liberty and the pursuit 
of happiness. 

Sometimes we are not so much concerned with liber- 
ties as we are with the way to gain happiness. Never- 
theless it is good to know that, like the Star Spangled 
Banner flying over the Capitol, our liberties are still 
guarded. 

When the Convention was over and signatures had 
been applied to the Constitution at Philadelphia, that 
wisest of men—Benjamin Franklin—announced: 

“We have given you a Republic—if you can keep it!” 

The idea of Constitution Week is to make us realize 
what we possess—and to do something about preserv- 
ing life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness. 
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or political realignment, so often wistfully referred 
to as “possible,” already exists in fact, if not in 
name. As the 1956 elections approach, three sets of 
circumstances combine to give it special significance: 


1. This “third party” is the “liberal”-left under- 
ground, the leaders of which and their hangers-on 
emerge as political chameleons to work through the 
two major parties and a battery of pressure groups 
to nominate and elect the men of their choice to Con- 
gress, and if possible to the Presidency, to enact legis- 


|’ is only realistic to recognize that a third party 


the 19th Century. But its plan of action which began 
unfolding under stress of depression during the early 
New Deal years and which is merely entering a new 
phase today may be traced to shortly after World War 
I. The State Legislative Committee of New York, 
studying sedicious activities uncovered the so-called 
legalized political plot. 

In 1922 Sidney Hillman, president of the Amalga- 
mated Clothing Workers of America, returned to his 
native Russia to negotiate with Lenin for the forma- 
tion of the Russian-American Industrial Corporation 
for the “operation of the textile 
and clothing industry in Rus- 


THIRD PARTY UNDERGROUND 


By WALTER S. STEELE 


sia.” 

That same year, at the Fifth 
Biennial Convention of the 
Amalgamated Clothing Work- 
ers of America, the following 
message from the Soviet, sign- 
ed by William Z. Foster, of 


the Communist Party of Amer- 


lation calculated to gradually destroy the private en- 
terprise system. 

2. This year it has what neither of the two major 
parties can boast of, a red hot issue. The Supreme 
Court, in the historic anti-segregation decision, handed 
the liberal-leftists the issue of “equal rights,” a flam- 
ing sword with which to crusade. 

3. Through the AFL-CIO merger, it has access to 
vastly increased financial resources and is in com- 
mand of multiplied numbers of potential votes, 

The goal of the liberal-left or “Constitutional Lib- 
erals” as some call themselves, is certainly no secret. 
It is the ultimate attainment of a collectivized America 
as part of a collectivized world—the goal which has 
been spelled out over and over again during the last 
fifty years in the sometimes erudite and sometimes 
primer writings and speeches of its scribes and ora- 
tors. In a recent study entitled “When Labor Votes,” 
by Harold Sheppard, Arthur Kornhauser and Arthur 
J. Mayer of Wayne University, financed by the United 
Automobile Workers, the authors put it politely, but 
their meaning is clear: 

“As we see it, there are two particularly vital choices 
in the making during the years just ahead. One is 
a key element in what we have called a ‘middle-class’ 
versus a labor political orientation. It is the question 
whether working people will seek individualistic or 
collective solutions to their problems. The other basic 
choice has to do with how broad or narrow a labor 
union program will be favored. . . ” 

And the authors conclude: “The mass of common 
people in an industrial society can be expected to 
remain responsive to economic and political interpre- 
tations that emphasize their collective strength, their 
common gains to be achieved through assertions of 
solidarity. . . ” 

A collectivized America, today’s advocates invariably 
hasten to stress, is to be attained not through the 
blood and thunder proposed by the earlier Marxists, 
but by the subtler, surer means of “education,” or the 
conditioning of the majority mind, direct lobbying and 
political and legislative action carried out on the 
national, state and local levels. 

For public consumption, the third party under- 
ground’s practical political strategy is expressed in 
terms of the extension and expansion of the New Deal 
into the future. 

Certainly, a political underground is not new to the 
American scene. Its roots go back to the middle of 


ica, was read to the delegates: 

“The defeat of the employers 

is the natural result of the splendid spirit of the Amal- 

gamated. Many times in my recent tour, speaking to 

your unions, I marveled at this glowing spirit. But 

since coming to this country I marvel no longer. It 

is the spirit of the Russian Revolution, the spirit that 
will lead the workers to emancipation.” 

Jack Kroll introduced a resolution that created the 
Amalgamated organized labor’s political action in the 
U. 8., and Socialist Judge Jacob Panken of the League 
for Industrial Democracy, declared in a speech to the 
convention : 

“You, today, the Amalgamated Clothing Workers of 
America, by the adoption of a resolution with refer- 
ence to political action, have laid the basis for a move- 
ment in the United States that will ultimately result 
in the capture of the American Government by the 
workers, for the workers, and in the interest of the 
workers.” 

This statement might be dismissed as a bit of con- 
vention oratory, except that the following year A, F. 
of L. president, Samuel Gompers, denouncing the 
American Fund for Public Service (publicly known 
as the Garland Fund), linked Sidney Hillman as 
trustee of the Fund, as president of the Amalgamated 
and of the National Labor and Religious Foundation, 
and as organizer of the Russian-American Industrial 
Corporation, with what he called “an interlocking 
network of pacifist and revolutionary organizations.” 
Other Garland Fund trustees cited by Mr. Gompers 
included Norman Thomas, standard bearer of the 
Socialist Party of America and a director of the 
League for Industrial Democracy, “formerly known 
as the Intercollegiate Socialist Society”; Roger Bald- 
win, “directing genius of the American Civil Liberties 
Union,” who has said: “Communism is the goal”; and 
Robert Morse Lovett, president of the League for In- 
dustrial Democracy and member of the American 
Civil Liberties Union; Harry F. Ward, of thé National 
Religious and Labor Foundation, and titular bead of 
the American Civil Liberties Union; Scott Nearing, 
a lecturer at the Socialist Rand School; and William 
Z. Foster, the veteran chairman of the Communist 
Party in the U. 8., who has prophesied Communism in 
America will come through a farmer, labor and racial 
alliance. 


Said Mr. Gompers: “It would be easily possible 
to trace the connections still further through the 
same Trustees, and to link the American Fund for 
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Public Service, Inc., with perhaps fifty or more of 
the leading pacifist, pro-Bolshevist and parlor pink 
organizations. . . . The American Federation of Labor 
views all of the activities to which attention has here 
been drawn as subversive of the best interests of 
American citizenship and the principles upon which 
the American Federation of Labor and the American 
Republic are founded. ... ” 

Only ten years later we find Stuart Chase, an active 
leader in the League for Industrial Democracy and 
leader in the Twentieth Century Fund (for coopera- 
tive commonwealth), writing “A New Deal,” the book 
which provided the blue print for the early New Deal 
program. Meantime their leaders were lifted to Fed- 
eral office and elected to Congress. 

Meanwhile, members of the network were busy in- 
vading the fields of government, religion, education, 
agriculture, race, cooperatives, labor, publishing, press, 
radio, television, theater, motion pictures, and, of 
course, the labor movement. 

Walter P. Reuther, founder of the Wayne Univer- 
sity Socialist Student League for Industrial Democ- 
racy, rose in the ranks of labor to become president 
of the UAW and at Hillman’s death assumed his seat 
as head of the CIO. Today Mr. Reuther is not only 
first vice president of the AFL-CIO, he is also a mem- 
ber of the board of directors of Americans for Demo- 
cratic Action and the National Association for Ad- 
vancement of Colored Peple; vice president of United 
World (government) Federalists; national committee- 
man, Conference on Economic Progress; executive 
board, National Religion and Labor Foundation; and 
collaborator with the National Farmers Union. His 
brother Victor is a board member of the League for 
Industrial Democracy and Director of the Labor- 
Farmer Alliance of the CIO-AF of L, as well as direc- 
tor of the Americans for Democratic Action. 

Jack Kroll, architect of the political action move- 
ment for the Amalgamated back in 1922, now heads, 
with James L. McDevitt, the AFL-CIO Committee 
on Political Education. 


It is true, of course, that the red and parlor pink 
network exposed by Samuel Gompers in 1923 has un- 
dergone some change. Certain of its organizations, 
such as the Public Ownership League, People’s Lobby 
and League for Independent Progressive Action have 
disappeared. They have been reorganized under more 
socially acceptable names; a rash of new ones have 
come into existence and the leaders now parade as 
“Constitutional Liberals.” 

Throughout the years, however, the network has 
maintained a remarkable degree of continuity of pur- 
pose. Far from growing fat and conservative with 
the piecemeal enactment of large portions of their 
program through the New Deal and Fair Deal, the 
“liberals” have had their appetites whetted by the 
progressive consolidation of their power for more of 
the same. The third party “Constitutional Liberals” 
are not just confident, but are cock-sure that their 
ostensible defeat in the 1952 elections is bound to be 
reversed., It is estimated that they had some 372 
delegates at the recent Democrat Party National Con- 
vention in Chicago, and that they dictated the plat- 
form and the selection of Democrat Party candidates 
for the November finals. 

At present, the liberal-left orbit is comprised of the 
following key organizations: 

League for Industrial Democracy: The LID was 
formerly the Intercollegiate Socialist Society which 
was started in 1905 by the radical Socialist Jack Lon- 
don for “the encouraging of all legitimate endeavors 
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to awaken an interest in Socialism among the educated 
men and women of this country.” In 1921 the ISS 
was reorganized as the LID to teach “the supremacy 
of human need rather than private profit.” Its slogan 
has been “Production for use and not for profit.” 
Professor George 8S. Counts asserts: “Since its found- 
ing in 1905, the League for Industrial Democracy, in 
my opinion, has done more than any other organiza- 
tion in arousing the social conscience and advancing 
the political understanding of students in our colleges 
and universities. ...”One thing is sure, the LID 
more than any other one organization provides the 
ideological themes for the intellectuals of the liberal- 
left third party underground today. 

American Civil Liberties Union: The ACLU was 
founded in 1920 for the purpose of championing, so 
it tells us, the rights of man—“Freedom of inquiry and 
expression ... for everybody. Due process of law 
and fair trial for everybody. Equality before the law 
for everybody ... regardless of race, color, national 
origin, political opinion or religious belief.” Roger 
N. Baldwin, executive director of the ACLU for more 
than thirty years, wrote in the 30th annual report, 
June 1935, of the Harvard Class of 1905: “Therefore 
I am for socialism, disarmament and ultimately for 
abolishing the State itself as an instrument of violence 
and compulsion. I seek social ownership of property, 
the abolition of the propertied class and sole control 
by those who produce wealth. Communism is the 
goal.” 

Public Affairs Institute: The PAI was founded by 
A. F. Whitney, former president of the Brotherhood of 
Railroad Trainmen. It is a tax-free research and 
educational organization, well financed primarily by 
the Trainmen. According to its own statement it sup- 
plies “Members of Congress and the public who request 
technical assistance with the facts on subjects of cur- 
rent interest, wholly without partisanship.” However, 
the Institute has been and is a formidable crusader 
for government ownership. 

National Planning Association: The NPA is dedi- 
cated to the cause of a “planned economy.” It is 
chiefly distinguished as a purveyor of Keynsian the- 
ory. The NPA boasts, with James G. Patton of 
the National Farmers Union and Leon Keyserling, 
later chairman of the Council of Economic Advisors, 
of preparing the Full Employment Act, watered down 
to the Employment Act of 1946—the planners’ foot 
in the door against the free enterprise system. 

National Farmers Union: The NFU has member- 
ship among the “little farmers,” is headed by James G. 
Patton and is advised by Leon Keyserling and Charles 
Brannan, former Fair Deal Secretary of Agriculture. 
It is for a planned economy, nationally and interna- 
tionally, for aid to the farmer through price supports, 
Government purchases and direct subsidies; and for 
high minimum wages and a short work week for 
labor. The NFU is the action group among the farm- 
ers to return the New Deal to political control. It 
favors the full New Deal farm program which was 
outlawed by the U. S. Supreme Court early in the 
New Deal (1935). The real motive back of this Fas- 
cist type of legislation was set forth in 1933 in a sym- 
posium by top New Deal officials, the “Primer of the 
New Deal”: “Not since the Corn Laws of Old England 
have such broad and determined measures for benefit- 
ting agriculture been set up by a western land. If 
these logical plans fail—and many who know farmer 
human nature say they must fail—it will become ob- 
vious that nothing short of absolute dictatorship, 
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N the evening of May 20, 1639, the people of Dor- 
chester, Massachusetts, held a town meeting 
which established the first free public school 

instituted in America. This unique educational in- 
stitution has probably exerted a greater influence in 
shaping the destiny of this hemisphere than any other 
agency in the history of the New World. 

Although there are many institutions peculiar to 
America including our government, State and Federal, 
perhaps none is so marked, so distinctively American, 
as that which is known as the American free public 
school. Yet, strange to relate, very few people know 


THE FIRST 
AMERICAN SCHOOL 


By EARLE W. GAGE 


of the origin, or even the story of the establishment, 
of this unique institution. 

No other country in the world is possessed of a sys- 
tem of popular, universal education like our own. 
Education has acquired a definite meaning on the 
American continent, unknown elsewhere. It is a 
public free school. Free, not necessarily in the sense 
that the recipient of its benefits has nothing whatever 


to pay, for sometimes tax bills have been charged or’ 


the parents of the pupils have furnished board for the 
teacher, or provided wood for the schoolhouse stove 
during the early days; but free in the sense which 
means open to all—that is, public. The school is for 
the entire public. 

The Puritans of Massachusetts Bay from the very 
outset felt that the church and the school were essen- 
tial to the welfare of the State. The church they sup- 
ported by a tax from the very first. For this they had 
abundant precedent in the mother land; to support a 
school by taxation they were forced to establish a 
precedent. They, however, soon established such a 
school. Learning and virtue must go side by side 
in the New World. 

Since money in the new colony was not plentiful, 
and the calls for taxation were numerous and fre- 
quent, they found it necessary to avoid direct tax 
whenever possible. Public schools, so called, they 
were familiar with in England. But these schools 
were so named because they were open to the public, 
churchmen, and dissenters alike. Such were the 
schools at Eton, Rugby, and Harrow. In imitation of 
what the Puritians were familiar with in England, 
within six years of the settlement of Boston, Harvard 
College was founded at Cambridge, and the first steps 
were taken to establish a Latin preparatory school in 
Boston. Private schools sprang up at an early date 
in various places—Virginia, Manhattan, and at differ- 
ent points in New England. 

Leaders in various settlements envisioned a public 
school to which all children might attend, supported 
by taxation. The voters of Dorchester were first to 
establish such a school. Joseph White, as secretary 
of the Massachusetts Board of Education, referred to 
this as the “first school in the world supported by di- 


rect taxation or assessment on the inhabitants of the 
town.” 

Near the coast of Dorchester was Thompson’s Is- 
land, which had been in the possession of David 
Thompson in 1626, but he had retired from it before 
the permanent settlement of Boston and Dorchester. 
This island, on March 4, 1635, was given by the act of 
the general court of Massachusetts Bay to the inhab- 
itants of Dorchester, “to enjoy, to them, to their heirs 
and successors, which shall inhabit it forever,” on con- 
dition that they pay to the treasury twelve pence 
yearly as rent. 

Thus, Thompson’s Island was apportioned by the 
town and set aside in parts to the freemen of the plan- 
tation. The records are too meager to tell us clearly 
whether every freeholder had a portion of the island, 
or whether it was divided between the principal citi- 
zens, freeholders and freemen alike. It is quite pos- 
sible that every taxpayer had his share, as was often 
the case in the early settlements. It is at least clear 
that every one of the principal freeholders had a por- 
tion of the island alloted to him. At any rate, this 
allotment was made by the town to more than seventy 
persons, and other evidence goes to show that this 
was probably about the number of freeholders in the 
plantation. 

The people met in a town meeting, which was called 
together for the specific purpose of establishing and 
maintaining a school in the plantation. It is of his- 
toric interest to read the resolution which was adopted 
at this town meeting, given in full, as follows: 


“Tt is ordered, the 20th day of May, 1639, that there 
shall be a rent of twenty pounds a year forever im- 
posed on Thompson’s Island, to be paid by every per- 
son that hath property in the said island, according 
to the proportion that any such person shall from 
time to time enjoy and possess there, and this toward 
the maintenance of a school in Dorchester. This rent 
of twenty pounds yearly to be paid to such a school- 
master as shall undertake to teach English, Latin and 
other tongues, and also writing. The said school- 
master to be chosen from time to time by the freemen, 
and it is left to the discretion of the elders and seven 
men for the time being whether maids shall be taught 
with the boys or not. For the levying this twenty 
pounds yearly from the particular persons who ought 
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The Little Red Schoolhouse Turned Out Many Brilliant 
Minds. 
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to pay it according to this order, it is further ordered 
that some man shall be appointed by the seven men 
for the time being to receive this, and on refusal to 
levy it by distress, and not finding distress, such a 
person as so refuseth payment shall forfeit the land 
he hath in property in said island.” 

Twenty pounds a year was the amount of this school 
tax upon the people of Dorchester for the support of 
the first free public school. Four years later the same 
amount was voted to the schoolmaster by the town of 
Dedham, and the salary of the schoolmaster in that 
town remained at that rate until the close of the cen- 
tury, when it was increased to twenty-five pounds. 
The town of Newbury voted to pay “twenty-four 
pounds by the year to maintain a free school at the 
meetinghouse.” It would seem, therefore, that twenty 
pounds a year was considered a fair salary at that 
time for the Dorchester plantation to pay its school- 
master. 

The next step taken by the elders was to secure a 
teacher. Rev. Thomas Waterhouse was the first 
teacher hired. The school was opened in the early 
Fall of 1639. <A record shows that a town meeting 
was held October 31, 1639, when it was ordered that 
“Mr. Waterhouse shall be dispensed with concerning 
the order in the charge of twenty pounds yearly rent 
to be paid for Thompson’s Island toward the school, 
where he is bound to teach to write, it shall be left 
to his liberty in that point of teaching to write, only 
to do what he can conveniently therein.” 

The author of the History of Dorchester tells us 
that, “So far as the writer is informed this was the 
first public provision made for a free school in the 
world by a direct tax or assessment on the inhabitants 
of an entire town.” Joseph White, referring to the 
establishment of this school by the town of Dorchester, 
uses the following language: 

“This action of Dorchester, which was two years 
earlier than that of Boston, for a similar object, is 
claimed by the historian of the town and by other 
distinguished writers to be the ‘first provision made 
for a free school in the world supported by a direct 
taxation assessment on the inhabitants of a town.” 

At Manhattan in 1633, among officials of the Dutch 
West India Company, was Adam Roelandsen, “the 
schoolmaster.” The American Journal of Education 
records that “the school which he taught, is still in 
existence in connection with the Dutch Reformed 
Church.” But this was a private school and was not 
supported by taxation. Indeed, all the schools estab- 
lished in the colonies prior to 1639 were private 
schools. Taxation is an essential to the general idea 
of the American system of publie education. 

Charles City, Virginia, started its school in 1621, 
the same year the Pilgrims at Plymouth were celebrat- 
ing the tirst Thanksgiving. Rev. Patrick Copeland 
raised by subscription a large sum of money to found 
“a free school,” but which was privately operated, not 
managed by the plantation nor supported by public 
money. 

Newport, Rhode Island, established a school in 
August, 1640, at which time Rev. Robert Lenthall 
was “called by a vote of the freemen to keep a public 
school for the learning of youth, and for his encourage- 
ment there is granted him and his heirs one hundred 
acres of land and four more for house and lot.” It 
was also voted that “one hundred acres should be 


laid forth and appropriated for a school for encourage- 
ment in learning, and Mr. Lenthall, while he continues 
to keep school, is to have the benefit thereof.” 

Such were the early beginnings of our present school 
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system. From time to time appropriate legislation 
was enacted, for the general court of Massachusetts 
has always jealously guarded the interests of educa- 
tion. As settlements sprang up to the west, one of 
the first institutions to be set up was a school, just 
as soon as there were enough children to warrant. 

Today every State in the Union, and every territory 
under the Stars and Stripes, has, established by law 
and in good working condition, a system of universal 
education based upon the American plan of public 
school supported by taxation. A little plantation on 
the eastern shore of the American continent, for the 
first time in the history of mankind, taxes itself to 
support a school where all children, rich and poor, 
high and low, plebeian and patrician, shall receive, at 
publie expense the rudiments of an education. That 
was the beginning. 

As a result, today we have a nation holding sway 
from Atlantic to Pacific, with its southern borders 
upon the Torrid Zone and its northern extremity in 
the Arctic, embracing some 170 million people with 
one single system of education, supported not by a 
central government, but by the people themselves, 
through taxation upon their own property. That is 
an achievement never before recorded in human his- 
tory, a forward step greater than any other to occur 
in a single millenium. 

As a great educator declared: “Let me affirm with 
emphasis, as an educator, as a patriot, as an Ameri- 
can, that our universal education, on free schools de- 
pend the prosperity of the country and the safety and 
perpetuity of the Republic.” 
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VALUABLE INDEX 


There’s going to be a grand scramble from through- 
out the nation for the new Senate Document 148, 
which is now rolling off the government presses, for 
this document, the result of many months of research 
and compilation, lists and gives information on every 
Congressional hearing on subversives from 1918 to 
1956, the names of the witnesses who came before 
these Committees, and the titles of each State hearing 
or report on the subject. This long-needed task has 
now been completed by the staff of a Senate Com- 
mittee and will be available to first come, by address- 
ing The Senate Committee of Government Operations, 
Room 249, Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 
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in society during the past one hundred years. 
The steady growth of their importance is due 
to unions, favorable legislation and to expansion of 
American industry. 

It was workingmen’s parades which first gave con- 
fidence to labor. It was “Labor Day” parades which 
awakened employers to the growing organized strength 
of workers. And it was Labor Day parades, more so 
in the past than in the present, which made the public 
aware that union workers have become a dynamic and 
powerful factor in our modern society. 


have risen to great importance 


FIRST AMERICAN 
LABOR DAY 


By GEORGE W. GRUPP 


— 


At the beginning of the 19th century, when employ- 
ers knew most, or all, of their employees, and when 
some workmen toiled from sun-up to sun-down, a 
few feeble attempts were made to organize workers 
for the purpose of obtaining a shorter work week, 
better working conditions and higher wages. 

During the following fifty years, in the struggle 
to organize labor, two types of labor leaders emerged. 
There were those who sought rational reforms and 
there were those whose aims were considered radical 
changes. 

The strongest radical association of workingmen, in 
this period, was the Knights of Labor. This associa- 
tion of workingmen was organized in Philadelphia in 
1869 by a garment cutter named Uriah H. Stevens. 
Not long after organizing the association he issued 
an order to his followers making December 28, 1869, 
the first labor day holiday in American history. 

Steven’s Knights of Labor accepted for membership 
all sorts of persons over 16 years of age, except bank- 
ers, lawyers and liquor dealers. 

The aims of the Knights of Labor were so radical 
that its activities, even its name, was for the most 
part clothed with secrecy until 1882. 

At first it sought to replace the wage system with 
“cooperative industry.” Later it aimed to bring about 
such social reforms as the socialization of land, the 
prohibition of convict labor, compulsory labor arbitra- 
tion, and unlimited coinage of silver. 

In January 1874 an attempt was made to stage an 
unemployed workmen’s parade from Tompkins Square, 
near 14th Street, to City Hall, in New York City. 

This proposed parade was fostered by a body of men 
who called themselves the “Committee of Safety,” 
with Peter J. McGuire as one of the leaders. 

The New York Police Commissioners refused to 
give the Committee permission to parade. Governor 
John A. Dix, to whom the Committee appealed, refused 
to have anything to do with their affair. 

Another committee of workingmen called on the 
New York Police Commissioners and told them that 
the Committee of Safety did not represent either the 
employed or unemployed workingmen. They called the 
leaders of the Committee “Communists, International- 
ist, Demagogues, and Ill-disposed persons.” They ac- 


cused the Committee of Safety of attempting to con- 
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trol the gatherings of unemployed workingmen. And 
they requested that the Police Commissioners stop the 
proposed meeting at Tompkins Square on January 13, 
1874, in behalf of the truly unemployed workingmen. 

But in challenge to the civilian authorities, and 
others, McGuire and his “Committee of Safety” called 


for 20,000 to gather in Tompkins Square. Instead of 
a parade from Tompkins Square to City Hall, it be- 
came the gathering of a mob which created a riot. It 
was described by the New York Daily Graphic, Harp- 
er’s Weekly, and other publications, as “a meeting 
where the first blood was spilt by Communists in the 
United States.” 

Eight years later, Peter J. McGuire, after dropping 
some of his violent actions became president of the 
United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of 
America, as well as one of the leaders of the Knights 
of Labor. 

One May 8, 1882, McGuire proposed to a recently 
organized Central Labor Union of New York that 
there should be set “aside one day of the year to be 
designed as Labor Day and to be established as a 
general holiday for the laboring classes.” And Mc- 
Guire further recommended that “the day should be 
celebrated by a street parade, which would publicly 
show the strength and esprit de corps of the trade 
and labor organizations. Next the parade should be 
followed by a picnic or festival in some grove, and the 
proceeds of the same should be divided on a semi- 
cooperative plan.” 

Twenty-five years later, 1897, in commenting on 
Labor Day, McGuire said: “Pagan feasts and Christian 
observances have come down to us through the long 
ages. But it is reserved for this century, and the 
American people, to give birth to Labor Day. In this 
they honor the toilers of the earth, and pay homage 
to those who from rude nature have delved and carved 
all the comforts and grandeur we behold.” 

Then McGuire added: “More than all, the concep- 
tion, yea, the very inspiration of this holiday came 
from men in the ranks of the working people—men 
active in uplifting their fellows and leading them to 
better conditions. It came from a little group in 
New York City, the Central Labor Union, which had 
just been formed, and which in latter years attained 
widespread influence.” 

The Central Labor Union agreed to go along with 
McGuire’s idea of a Labor Day Parade. And it 
agreed with McGuire that Labor Day should be “the 
first Monday in September of every year as it would 
come at the pleasant season of the year, nearly midway 
between Fourth of “July and Thanksgiving.” And 
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First Labor Day Procession in New York City in September 
1882. 


thus September 5, 1882, even though it was Tuesday, 
became the first Labor Day in world history. 

The Labor Day parade on that day was a success 
but not to the extent that had been expected. The day 
before the parade the Central Labor Union announced 
that twenty to forty thousand workingmen would be 
in line. Instead only 10,000 men turned out because 
many of the workingmen were unwilling to lose a day’s 
pay; and others did not relish the idea of a long march 
in the hot sun from City Hall to Forty-second Street 
and Fifth Avenue—a distance of about five miles. 

William McCabe was the General Marshal of the 
parade. Roger Burke was marshal of the first division 
of the parade; J. A. Lees of the second division; and 
M. M. McGrath of the third division. At the reviewing 
stand on the north side of Union Square were the 
officials of the Central Labor Union and their guests. 

At 10:15 A.M. the first division of the parade headed 
by seven mounted policemen, and by one of the twelve 
bands in the procession, started up Broadway from 
Mail Street opposite the City Hall. At Eighth and 
Broadway the second and third divisions joined the 
procession up Broadway to 14th Street, and then up 
the Fourth Avenue side of Union Square to 17th 
Street. Here the parade turned west to pass the re- 
viewing stand and on to Fifth Avenue. Then it turned 
north up the avenue to Reservoir Park (42nd Street 
and Fifth Avenue), where the procession was dismissed 
and the marchers then by foot, or by street cars, went 
to the first Labor Day picnic held at Wendell’s Park 
at Ninth Avenue and 92nd Street. 

The marchers were representatives of the bricklay- 
ers, cabinet makers, carpenters, cigarmakers, clothing 
cutters, coopers, dockbuilders, dress and cloakmakers, 
freight handlers, horse shoers, house painters, long- 
shoremen, piano makers, printers, shoemakers, uphol- 
sterers and varnishers unions, 

In the procession, the employees of the Volks Zei- 
tung, paraded with a printing press in a horse-drawn 
wagon. En route they printed the prospectus of a 
workingman’s newspaper. These leaflets were distrib- 
uted to the thousands of persons lining the sidewalks. 

Another display float was a horse-drawn wagon with 
a window casement in the process of construction by 
bricklayers. 

A couple of cabinetmakers carried a banner made 
of colored wood shavings. 

The placards carried by some of the marchers ex- 
pressed different union demands and sentiments. They 
read: “Close the Stores at 6 P.M.”; “Don’t Forget the 
Penal Code on Election Day”; “Down with the Na- 
tional Bank System”; “Down with the Competitive 
System”; “Eight Hours to Count a Day’s Work”; 
“Less Hours and More Pay”; “Less Work and More 
Pay”; “Labor Built the Republic, Labor Shall Rule 
It”; “Labor Pays All the Taxes”; “Labor Must Have 
the Ballot”; “Labor Creates All Wealth”; “No Man 
Can Make Land; Hence No Individual Should Own 
It.” 

Other placards read: “No Capitalist, Politician or 
Lawyer Can Represent Labor”; “No Land Monopoly” ; 
“Pay No Rent”; “Prohibit Child Lahor’; “The Gov- 
ernment Must Own the Railroads and Telegraph”; 
“The Laborer Must Receive and Enjoy the Full Fruit 
of His Labor’; “To the Workers Should Belong the 
Wealth”; and “We Demand Bureaus of Labor Sta- 
tistics.” 

The New York Times, in describing the parade re- 
ported that “Those who rode or marched in the pro- 
cession were cheerful, and evidently highly gratified 
with the display. Nearly all were well clothed, and 
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some wore attire of fashionable cut. The great major- 
ity smoked cigars.” 

At Wendell’s Park about 15,000 men, women and 
children gathered for the first Labor Day picnic, to 
sing, to dance, to swing, to try their skill at a shooting 
range, and to listen to John Swinton, Henry Appleton, 
L. F. Post, J. A. Beecher, Robert Blissert and Peter 
J. McGuire deliver themselves of orations about the 
conditions and hopes of the workingmen. 

The New York Tribune in reporting the goings on 
at Wendell Park, in part, stated that “Lager beer 
kegs were mounted in every conceivable place and 
manner, and were hung around by crowds with even 
greater tenacity than was the stand where oratory 
flowed without stint for several hours. Twenty-five 
cents admission fee to the park was charged.” 

These were the first real Labor Day celebrations in 
United States history; but, the first Monday in Sep- 
tember was not made a legal holiday in any state until 
1887. The first state to make it a legal holiday was 
Oregon. This was followed by Colorado and New 
York in the same year. Not until 1894 was Labor 
Day recognized as a legal holiday throughout the 
bsg States—twelve years after the first Labor Day 

arade. 


a 
vw 


PRESIDENTS ON CONSTITUTION 


Thomas Jefferson: 


“Our peculiar security is in the possession of a 
written Constitution. Let us not make it a blank 
paper by construction.” 


Martin Van Buren: 


“Looking back to it as a sacred instrument care- 
fully and not easily framed; remembering that it 
was throughout a work of concession and compro- 
mise; viewing it as limited to national objects; 
regarding it as leaving to the people and the states 
all power not explicitly parted with, I shal] en- 
deavor to preserve, protect, and defend it by anx- 
iously referring to its provision for direction in 
every action.” 


Millard Fillmore: 


“The Government of the United States is a limited 
Government. It is confined to the exercise of 
powers expressly granted and such others as may 
be necessary for carrying those powers with effect; 
and it is at all times an especial duty to guard 
against any infringement on the just rights of the 
states.” 
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ORE than three-quarters of a century ago, or as 
M political conventions are calculated, twenty con- 
ventions ago—to be exact seventy-six years ago, 
history was made when the Republican Party met in 
Chicago to select its candidate for President. Few 
people in the United States today know that in the 
epochal convention of 1880 a President was chosen by 
“write-in” votes. 

On December 17, 1879, the Republican National 
Committee met at the old Arlington House on Vermont 
Avenue in Washington, D. C., to decide on a date and 
to select a city in which to hold its next national con- 


but, carried away by his strong partisanship for Grant 
and intense hatred and bitterness toward Blaine, he 
so lashed the Blaine followers as to make it impossible 
ever to win a scattering vote for Grant, and his speech 
left that chieftain weaker than before it was uttered.” 

Senator-elect James A. Garfield had gone to the Con- 
vention as head of the Ohio delegation to urge the 
nomination of Senator John Sherman, also of Ohio. 
He was a leader of the anti-Grant faction and was 
not himself a candidate. While Garfield was making 
a powerful speech to place Sherman in nomination, a 
voice from the body of the Convention interrupted him 
with the cry: “We want Gar- 
field.” Garfield finished his 


THE "OLD GUARD" 
- THE FAMOUS 306 


By FLOELLE YOUNGBLOOD BONNER 


speech and other nominations 
followed. 

The voting began. On the 
first ballot there were 755 votes 
cast with 378 necessary to 
elect. On the second ballot 
there were 756 votes cast with 
Blaine as Grant’s nearest con- 
tender. On this ballot and the 
succeeding third, fourth, and 


vention. Mr. J. Donald Cameron was Chairman of the 
Party. At that time Chicago was called the “City of 
Conventions”, and it is said that “handsome parlors 
and suites worthy of Chicago” had been engaged by 
the delegation which had arrived in Washington to 
extend the invitation to the Committee to meet in its 
town. Senator John A. Logan and other Members of 
Congress from Illinois urged the acceptance of the 
invitation, and June 20, 1880, was the date agreed 
upon. 

The Exposition Building in Chicago contained an 
amphitheater which seated 20,000 persons, the “finest 
hall in which a convention ever assembled.” The 
shield and coat of arms of various States hung on the 
walls, and together with the bunting and flags they 
made a colorful appearance. 

Lyman J. Gage of Illinois was Chairman of the 
Finance Committee, and Chauncey I. Filley of Mis- 
souri served as Chairman of the Exposition Building 
Committee. So well did they and their associates 
perform their tasks that the building was in readiness 
seven days before the date set for the Convention. 

Hon. George F. Hoar of Massachusetts was first 
selected as temporary and finally permanent Chair- 
man of the Convention. The Convention got under 
way on schedule and the Party platform, as adopted, 
contained planks that are of equal interest today. 
Among them were: that American labor be discrimi- 
nated in favor of; that Chinese immigration be re- 
stricted; that protection accorded American citizens 
be secured to citizens of American adoption and that 
polygamy be completely abolished. Although the Gov- 
ernment of the United States in 1862 had passed a 
law prohibiting polygamy, the act had been fully ig- 
nored, and the plank in the Party platform called 
for a strict obedience to the law. 

Nominating speeches opened the Convention. Sena- 
tor Joy of Michigan nominated Senator James G. 
Blaine of Maine, while Senator Roscoe Conkling of 
New York nominated General Ulysses Simpson Grant 
who had previously served two terms as President. 
A newspaper of the day said: “Roscoe Conkling in 
making the nomination speech for Grant ranked for 
real oratory with Robert Ingersoll, who had nominated 
Blaine in 1876. Conkling’s speech was spectacular 


fifth ballots Garfield’s name 
was written in once. The sixth 
ballot showed two votes for Garfield. Then his name 
was temporarily dropped. The thirty-fourth ballot 
ballot showed seventeen votes for Garfield, and on the 
thirty-fifth ballot he received fifty votes. It had been 
evident for some time that the Grant and Blaine forces 
were deadlocked. The thirty-sixth ballot was a veri- 
table landslide to Garfield who received three hundred 
and ninety-nine of the 755 votes cast and the nomina- 
tion. Chester A. Arthur of New York was elected his 
running mate, 

During the thirty-six ballots Grant’s lowest vote was 
302. The highest was 313 in the two days of balloting. 
Three hundred and six stayed with him until the last 
vote was cast. This was a show of political devotion 
and loyalty unequalled before or since in a contest. 

As a memorial to the loyalty of those who voted for 
Grant from the beginning to the end, later known as 
the “Old Guard” and “standpatters”, a bronze medal 
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NATIONAL REPUBLIC 


was struck and presented by Grant to each of the _ tion to Grant for a third term. Only once was the un- 
faithful three hundred and six. The medallion was written law violated, that was by Franklin Roosevelt. 
two and seven-eights inches in diameter. On the ob- From this convention came two memorable bits of 
verse side is shown a likeness of Grant in bas-relief, history: first a President was selected without benefit 
partially surrounded by olive and oak branches. of a nominating speech and, second, a name was given 
Etched around the outer edge was the number of bal- to a certain element of the Republican Party—“The 
lots with the total votes cast on each ballot. On the Old Guard.” ' 

reverse side is the inscription: “Commemorative of the 

36 Ballots of THE OLD GUARD for Ulysses 8S. Grant 
for President—Republican National Convention, Chi- 
cago, June 1880.” Below this inscription is engraved 
the name of the “Standpatter” to whom the medal 
was presented. 

“The Old Guard was first applied to Republican 
standpatters in 1880,” says George Stimson in his 
“Book About American Politics.” “In the Republican 
National Convention at Chicago in that year Senator 
Roscoe Conkling, in placing the name of Gen. U. 8. 
Grant in nomination, said among other things: ‘Pull 
no skulkers from under the ammunition wagon; take 
the tried and true old hero, with the Old Guard be- 
hind him who have never kept step to any music but ° 
the music of the Union.’ The more than three hundred 
delegates who supported Grant for a third term and 
stood pat to the last adopted as their slogan: ‘The Old 
Guard dies, but never surrenders’. From this circum- 
stance the Old Guard came to be used in American 
politics to designate the conservative or standpat ele- 
ment in the Republican Party.” 

Perhaps it can be said that the seed was sown at this 
Convention which in recent times has brought forth 
the law prohibiting a man from being elected Presi- 
dent for more than two terms. Washington declined 
a third term. The Convention of 1880 denied nomina- Back of Grant Medal. 


INTERLOCKING LEADERSHIP OF THIRD PARTY UNDERGROUND 


(See Story Pages 15 and 16) 


Walter P. Reuther A.D.A. AFL-CIO NFU 
Victor Reuther A.D.A. AFL-CIO NFU 
Senator Humphrey A.D.A. NFU NCEC PAI 
A.D.A. AFL-CIO NCEC 
A.D.A. NCEC 
A.D.A. NCEC NAACP 
A.D.A. AFL-CIO 
Joseph Rauh, Jr. A.D.A. AFL-CIO 
A.D.A, 
A. Philip Randolph AFL-CIO NRLF_ LID NAACP 
Jack Kroll AFL-CIO 
James B. Carey A.D.A. AFL-CIO NRLF- LID 

Joseph Bierue A.D.A. AFL-CIO NRLF 

Roy Wilkins NAACP 
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COLORADO "CIVIL LIBERTIES" RED FRONT 


THE ENEMY WITHIN OUR GATES 


(Continued from Page 10) 


alleged Communist fronts filed with the Subversives 
Activities Control Board. 

The petition against the Save Our Sons Committee 
charges that it is directed, dominated and controlled 
by the Communist Party, and has been operated pri- 
marily for the purpose of giving aid and support to 
the Communist Party. 

The petition alleges that the Save Our Sons Com- 
mittee was organized by the Communist Party to 
agitate for the immediate cessation of hostilities in 
Korea on Communist terms and that the Communist 
Party has been maintaining Party members in key 
positions. 

Charging that the Save Our Sons Committee has re- 
ceived and continues to receive support, financial and 
otherwise, from the Communist Party, the petition 
avers that it has been operated for the purpose of giv- 
ing aid and support to the Party by conducting propa- 
ganda campaigns and attempting to influence legisla- 
tive and executive branches of the Federal government 
on issues advocated by the Party. 

It further alleges that the Save Our Sons Committee 
never knowingly has deviated from the views and poli- 
cies advanced by the Communist Party and has sup- 
ported the views and policies of the Party in instances 
ranging from its opposition to United States partici- 
pation in the war in Korea to demanding outlawing 
of atomic and hydrogen weapons. 

The petition against the Connecticut Volunteers for 
Civil Rights charged that it was organized at the 
instigation of the Communist Party for the purpose 
of opposing the enforcement of the Smith Act and 
other anti-Communist legislation by the dessemina- 
tion of propaganda and the collection of funds for the 
defense and support of the Communist Party leaders 
indicted and tried under the Smith Act of 1940 in 
Connecticut. 


Charging that the Connecticut Volunteers for Civil 
Rights has received support, financial and otherwise, 
from the Communist Party, the petition avers that it 
has been operated for the purpose of giving aid and 
support to the Party by conducting propaganda cam- 
paigns on issues advocated by the Party, urging its 
members to contribute funds for the defense and sup- 
port of the Smith Act defendants, and by otherwise 
utilizing its funds, resources, and personnel to further 
and promote the objectives of the Party. 

It further alleges that the Connecticut Volunteers 
for Civil Rights never knowingly has deviated from the 
positions taken and advanced by the Communist 
Party. 

The petition against the Colorado Committee to 
Protect Civil Liberties charges that it is directed, 
dominated and controlled by the Communist Party 
and has been operated primarily for the purpose of 
giving aid and support to the Communist Party, which 
the Board has ordered to register as a Communist- 
action organization. 

The petition alleges that the Colorado Committee 
to Protect Civil Liberties wastagganized at the instiga- 
tion of the Communist Party for the purpose of op- 
posing the enforcement of the Smith Act and other 
anti-Communist legislation by the dessemination of 
propaganda and the collection of funds for the de- 
fense and support of the Communist Party leaders 
indicted and tried under the Smith Act of 1940 in 
Colorado. 
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Six of Top Communist Party Officials Indicted in 1948. 
All but Foster Were Tried and Convicted in New York City. 


Charging that the Colorado Committee to Protect 
Civil Liberties has received and continues to receive 
support, financial and otherwise, from the Communist 
Party, the petition avers that it has been operated for 
the purpose of giving aid and support to the Party by 
soliciting and collecting funds for Party leaders tried 
under the Smith Act, by circulating pamphlets, leaf- 
lets and other material in support of the Party leaders 
and by otherwise utilizing its funds, resources and per- 
sonnel to further and promote the objectives of the 
Party. 

It further alleges that the Colorado Committee to 
Protect Civil Liberties never knowingly has deviated 
from the positions taken and advanced by the Com- 
munist Party particularly with respect to its opposi- 
tion to anti-Communist legislation. 


“Pension Union" a “Communist Front" 


The Department of Justice has linked many Com- 
munists with the Washington (State) Pension Union 
in its effort to have the organization declared a sub- 
versive front by the Subversives Activities Control 
Board. 

John Lautner, a former member of the Commu- 
nist Party in New York, who says he was a Commu- 
nist from 1929 until he was expelled in 1950, named 
a number of Reds who are linked with the so-called 
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“pension organization.” He said the Communist Party 
maintained many transmission-belts with which it 
linked the party with the masses, among these being 
the Washington Pension Union. 

Lautner said he knew Henry Huff, Lou Sass, Morris 
Rappaport and Andrew Remes as Communists, They 
had previously been identified with the Washington 
Pension Union. 

Charles H, Fisher, president of the “Pension Union” 
and former president of Bellingham, Wash., College 
of Education, was quoted by two of his former stu- 
dents as having once said he wanted to see “a com- 
plete revolutionary change” in the United States form 
of government, The students were Mr. and Mrs. Costin 
©. Krouse, of Stafford Springs, Conn, They said he 
once related to them the “thrill” he said he got out of 
attending a Communist meeting in Madison Square 
Garden (N.Y.C.). 


Eight, Mostly Professionals, in 


Contempt 


In the waning hours of the 84th Congress the U. 8. 
House of Representatives voted 373 to 9 to cite Arthur 
Miller, playwrite husband of Marilyn Monroe, for con- 
tempt of the House Committee on Un-American Activi- 
ties. The citation was based on his refusal to furnish 
the Committee with names of persons with whom he 
attended Communist writers meetings in 1947. He 
did not resort to the Fifth Amendment, but said he 
could not in good conscience name persons he had 
known to be under such Red discipline. The Depart- 
ment of Justice now gets his testimony before the 
Committee and will prepare it for grand jury action. 

In addition to Miller, contempt proceedings were 
voted against seven other persons. They are Otto 
Nathan, New York University professor and executor 
of the estate of the late pro-Communist Albert Ein- 
stein; George Tyne and Eliott Sullivan, Broadway 
actors; Peter Seeger, an entertainer and John W. 
Simpson, William E. Davis and Mrs, Anne Yasguar 
Kling, all of St. Louis. 

When called before the Committee Prof. Nathan in- 
voked the Fifth Amendment under questioning about 
whether he was a Communist Party member. Tyne 
boldly defied the Committee, declaring it had no right 
to “invade my inner beliefs and my conscience or my 
associations.” Sullivan refused to say whether he is 
or had ever been a Communist. 

Mrs. Kling, Davis and Simpson were called before 
the Committee in St. Louis. The woman had been a 
stenographer in the St. Louis office of the Communist 
Party. She refused to name anyone she knew as a 
Party member during that period of her employment. 
Davis and Simpson invoked the Fifth Amendment on 
most questions. 

Contempt of Congress charges have been ordered 
reinstated against Bernard Deutch, graduate student 
of the University of Pennsylvania. The order was is- 
sned by the U. S. Court of Appeals after a district 
court had dismissed the indictment on the ground 
it did not involve “willful” refusal to answer Com- 
mittee questions. 

The Appeals court decision took note of the fact 
that Deutch was accused in the indictment of “unlaw- 
fully” refusing to answer questions. The court added 
“we think that language charged Deutch with inten- 
tional, deliberate or knowing refusal to answer.” 

It held that his refusal to answer questions of mem- 


Five Additional Top California Communist Party Officials 
Convicted in 1952. 


bers of the House Committee on Un-American Activi- 
ties was a “positive affirmative act.” 

Deutch, now studying for a doctorate in physics was 
called before the Committee in sessions at Albany, 
N. Y., early in 1954. He told the Committee that he 
was a Communist when he attended Cornell Univer- 
sity but he refused to name others with whom he was 
acquainted while in the Cornell cell. 


U. S. A. Communists Adopt 
Kremlin's "New Look" 


American pro-Soviet Communists, dragging their 
tails behind them, have belatedly joined the “Joe was 
a bum” parade of international revolutionaries paying 
homage to the so-called new policy of the Kremlin 
boys. 

After groping around trying to find out what the 
“new policy” of Russia really meant, American Reds 
half-heartedly have joined the anti-Stalin line and in 
a mealy-mouth resolution have aped Communist pup- 
pet organizations of other countries, whose strings are 
pulled from the Kremlin. 

The National Committee of the U. 8. Communist 
Party recently adopted a weak-kneed resolution aping 
Communists in satellite countries in bowing to the 
new gang in control of the Kremlin and in throwing 
mud at their late boss Joe (Bloody) Stalin. 


Observers saw in the cautious manner in which the 
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N. J. ANTI-CHRIST FORCES INVESTIGATED 


resolution was worded evidence of slight differences 
of opinion among American Reds on the matter of the 
shift in Party line. In particular to the denunciations 
of their late “beloved leader, Stalin.” 

U. 8. Reds said that “the gross mistakes made under 
Stalin’s leadership” are not inherent in Socialism. 
They said: “During the past three years important 
steps have been taken to correct the mistakes of the 
past.” 

Then they said, “We believe certain aspects of the 
origins and effects of past violations of Socialist law 
and principle need, and will receive, further study 
and discussion. Among these are: The question of 
bureaucratic distortions in a Socialist society as well 
as the happenings in the sphere of Jewish cultural 
institutions and their leadership.” In the latter 
they now admit their anti-Semetie activities which 
they had charged to anti-Communists. 

The Communist Daily Worker has demanded to 
know why Moscow had not explained the anti-Semetic 
aspects of Stalin’s' purges and The Freiheit, Yiddish 
mouthpiece for Communists, in New York City, edi- 
torially condemned the Soviet Union’s vandalistic 
destruction of Jewish culture. although all had pre- 
viously defended such actions. 


Asks for Investigations of 
Reds in Schools 


An investigation of “any possible Communist infil- 
tration in the state’s school system” has been requested 
in a voluminous report prepared by a special Board of 
Education Investigating Committee in Sayreville, N. 
J. The 454 page report is to be sent to the Attorney 
General of New Jersey for “evaluation and investiga- 
tion as to the Communist infiltration in the state’s 
school system.” 

The furor started over a confidential memorandum 
prepared by Dr. Richard S. Pollack, superintendent 
of schools of Sayreville, ordering a -de-emphasis of 
religious observances in school Christmas celebrations, 
first exposed in these columns in March. 

The Sayreville School Board first voted to censure 
Dr. Pollack, then reversed itself “vindicating” him 
by a 5 to 3 vote, now its investigating committee de- 
mands that the governor, investigate the possibility 
of Communist influence in the school system. Supt. 
Pollack when eaught in the act of ordering de-Chris- 
tianization of school observances of Christmas placed 
the blame to an order of Governor Meyner’s State 
Board of Education. 

In the same State of New Jersey a battle is on be- 
tween the legislature and the governor. 

Because he has said that he would be reluctant to 
fire a faculty member solely because he had invoked 
the Fifth Amendment in connection with a Commu- 
nist investigation by a Congressional Committee, for- 
mer Judge John O. Bigelow provoked a fight between 
the “liberal” Gov. Robert B. Meyner, who nominated 
him, and the Senate of the New Jersey Legislature 
which must confirm his nomination as a member of 
the Board of Regents of Rutgers University. 

Senate President Wayne Dumont had predicted that 
the nomination would not be approved, and that the 
Governor would be given a chance to send up another 
name. The Governor, however, retorted, “If the 
Senate is unable to show any lack of integrity of in- 
tellectual honesty on Bigelow’s part, I intend to leave 
the nomination with the Senate.” 

Senator Dumont then said if Gov. Meyner refuses 
to withdraw the nomination the Governor would bear 
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the responsibility of ruining Rutger’s new reorgan- 
ization plan. 

The Judiciary Committee of the New Jersey Senate 
refused to report favorably on the nomination. When 
called before the committee the 73-year-old ex-jurist 
was asked what he would do if a Rutgers teacher 
pleaded the Fifth Amendment. His reply was: “I 
would do nothing”; and later said, “I would look 
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into the law.” Judge Bigelow is representing Robert 
Lowenstein, one of four Newark teachers who have 
been suspended for refusing to answer questions about 
possible Communist connections when called before a 
Congressional Committee, 


Reds on Congressional Committees 


The House Committee on Un-American Activities 
is continuing its Reds-in-Government probe and the 
most recent contingent of witnesses called before the 
Committee produced an assortment of admissions, 
denials and Fifth Amendment hiders. In one instance 
two witnesses appeared to be headed for a record, 
resorting to the Fifth Amendment 83 times in two 
hours. 

On the positive side, James R, Gorham, of New 
York, told the Committee he was a member of the 
Communist Party when he worked for the Senate 
Committee headed by Harry Truman investigating 
railroad financing. That investigation gave the Mis- 
souri Senator a terrific boost towards the Vice Presi- 
dency, which he later gained. 

Gorham said the same committee had in its employe 
at that time another Communist, Prof. Herbert Fuchs. 
Fuchs had previously admitted his activities, 

He listed as other government cells to which he be- 
longed at one time or another, the New York office 
of the Federal Emergency Relief Administration, the 
National Recovery Administration, the Works Prog- 
ress Administration, the Securities and Exchange 
Commission, and the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
810Nn. 

Henry Rhine, named as a cell member by both Gor- 
ham and Fuchs, rushed to the Fifth Amendment 
when committee counsel asked him “to affirm or deny 
that you were in an underground group in Washing- 
ton, D. C., in 1933-34 consisting of Harry Dexter 
White, George Silverman, John Abt and Victor Perlo.” 
Rhine said he has been unemployed since he quit the 
United Furniture Workers union at the end of last 
year. He admitted working for the NRA, the WPA 
and being an organizer for the CIO Government 
Workers Union, but he refused to confirm or deny 
being connected with eight different Red cells during 
his period of federal employment. When asked if the 
Communist Party was a conspiracy to overthrow the 
Government he said, “Not to my knowledge.” 

Joseph Robison, attorney for the American Jewish 
Congress and one-time National Labor Relations 
Board lawyer, told the committee he is not now a 
Communist, but declined to answer about having been 
a member of Red cells in government, He also refused 
to say whether or not he had ever been informed that 
the American Jewish Congress had any affiliation 
with the Communist Party. 

Allen Rosenberg, of Newton, Mass., resorted to the 
Fifth Amendment when asked if he transmitted gov- 
ernment secrets to “persons not authorized to receive 
them” while employed overseas in World War II with 
the Foreign Economic Administration. The commit- 
tee counsel accused him of having been “the right 
hand man to Nathan Witt when he was secretary to 
NLRB.” Witt has frequently been identified as a for- 
mer high-level Communist in Government. 

The Fifth Amendment was invoked to practically 
all questions by Martin Kurasch attorney for the De- 
velopment Corporation for Israel, when he was in- 
terrogated by the Committee about his employment 
with the NLRB, REA, War Labor Board and Office 
of Housing Expediter, during the New Deal. He left 
the government in 1948, 
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Dr. Fuchs identified Rosenberg, Robison and Kur- 
asch as Red cell brother members. 

Mrs. Ruth Weyand Perry (white), denied under 
oath to the Congressional Committee that she had 
ever been a member of the Communist Party, and de- 
clared that her discharge from the NLRB in 1950, 
was the result of her inter-racial marriage to Leslie 
Perry, colored legislative representative of the Na- 
tional Association for Advancement of Colored Peo- 
ple. The witness was once the target of an alienation 
suit brought by Perry’s first (colored) wife. She had 
been accused by Dr. Fuchs and the committee con- 
tinued her subpoena to give the accused and the ac- 
euser an opportunity to face one another at a future 
hearing. 

Another witness who did a repeat performance was 
Victor Perlo, who has on numerous occasions been 
accused of being one of the ringleaders in the Com- 
munist spy ring in Government agencies. Just as 
he has on previous occasions Perlo resorted to Con- 
stitutional escapes when interrogated about his Red 
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Rumbles of dissention are still heard here and 
there in Communist circles because of the reorienta- 
tion orders from Russia to de-Stalinize ideologies, 
practices and propaganda and to move toward fronts 
with Trotskyites, Socialists and other leftists. 

In Italy the Party’s strong man, Togliatti, had a 
run-in with his first lieutenant, a member of the 
Central Committee, whom the Red Party dictator 
was forced to silence in a new outburst of criticism 
of Moscow’s newest strategy. 


The newly appointed Red Dictator of the Iron Cur- 
tain country, Bulgaria, changed the Party line, ruling 
out the idea “for the present” of a Balkan (Slav) 
Federation of states which was to include Bulgaria, 
Greece, Yugoslavia and Albania. It was the plan 
of Stalin, at the outbreak of World War II, that 
such a Federation would come out of the war, but 
Greece did not succumb, thereby delaying its forma- 
tion. Dimitrov (then Red ruler of Bulgaria) and 
Tito (of Yugoslavia) insisted that such a Federation 
be formed in 1948. This lead to the expulsion of 
Tito from the Communist International by orders of 
Stalin and the death of Dimitrov who was called to 
Moscow to be silenced and who never returned, The 
new Bulgarian Premier does not rule out the future 
possibility of such a State, but says such plans have 
been dropped “for the present.” 


The Reds in Indo-China have ditched another truce 
agreement, refusing to permit a free election there. 
The same is true in North Korea where the natives 
are now being taught the Russian language. Such a 
truce violation also exists in East Germany where 
free elections were promised the Allies at the end 
of the war. 

Some 500 miles of border territory of Burma have 
been illegally occupied by Red Chinese troops who 
refuse to vacate until a border conference is held. 
Red China claims there are no legally established 
borders. Burma claims otherwise. While Burma 
is thus endangered, Russian emmissaries are attempt- 
ing to force a phony trade deal down Burmese 
throats. Enticed into a deal for thousands of tons 
of rice, Russia is shipping in return tons of cement 
in paper sacks, almost all of which is unusable on 
receipt because of hardening from dampness. Flash- 
light bulbs, also included in the shipments to Burma, 
are old stock, Quantities of cigarette lighters being 
shipped will not work and cans of fruits are not 
edible. And so it is that Burma is being squeezed 
between two vices. 

The Soviets have had recent shake-ups in its local 
dictatorship in Georgia, following uprisings early this 
Spring. The Soviet of Georgia was the birthplace 
of the now “brutal” Joe Stalin, but to the Georgians 
he is still a “‘patron saint.” 

India’s police have been forced to quell rioting, 
allegedly of Communist origin. In Ahmadabad upris- 
ings have been increasing the past several weeks and 
state police have had to fire into mobs, killing many. 
Factories, schools, stores and textile mills have been 
forced to close. The uprisings started over dissen- 
tion caused by the proposed formation of a State of 
Bomba. India has had to clamp down on the public 
press, putting regulations into effect that subjects 
it to Nehru’s control. 

Russia has ordered a complete shake-up of the 
dictatorship of Poland. The order followed the 
Poznan uprising in June, The new Communist ruler 
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excuses “poor economic con- 
ditions” in Poland by placing 
the blame on the previous Red 
dictator, accusing him of fail- 
ing to use “capitalistic tech- 
niques” in the economy. He 
has ordered certain industries 
to be operated at least tem- 
porarily on capitalist lines. 

Two more Polish planes have slipped beyond the 
reach of the Reds and have landed in Europe where 
the 18 occupants have been given refuge. Seventeen 
Hungarians and 3 Czechs have also recently reached 
Europe in their recent escape from Iron Curtain 
countries. 


The U. S. Congress has appealed to the new Dic- 
tator of Russia to admit that Stalin ordered the 
brutal Katyn Massacre of Polish officials in 1940, 
which the Reds blamed on Hitlerites, and the murder 
of over 13,000 other Polish officers on Russian soil. 
The U. S. A. Congress investigated the massacres, 
hearing 103 witnesses and accepting 229 exhibits, 
photos and documents. The Reds have so far ignored 
the American appeal. 


Red China has forced Laotians to grant terms to 
northern Laos Reds for free elections throughout 
Laos, protection to Communist rights, a coalition 
government over Laos, “peaceful coexistence between 
the Reds and anti’s, and the settlement of future dis- 
putes through peaceful methods.” Meaning the end 
of free government by non-Communists throughout 
Laos. 

Japan has been given an ultimatum by Russia to 
sign an unfavorable treaty or else. Japan has been 
demanding the return of Russian grabed islands in 
return for diplomatic exchange between the two 
countries. 

The World Confederation of Teachers recently 
meeting in Manila with teachers from 34 countries 
present, demanded an end to the divided loyalty of 
some of its sections, The demand aimed at the In- 
ternational Federation of Teachers Associations, and 
the International Federation of Secondary Teachers,- 
who are at the same time allied with the Comite 
D’entente, which is Red controlled. 

Forced labor exists in Hungary and other Red 
countries, a “Mute” church is tolerated behind the 
Iron Curtain, atheism is still dealt out to the youth, 
and government financed orientation against Christi- 
anity is rife, according to various visitors returning 
to the USA after visits behind the Curtains. 

Bad news for the South, is that Russia is irrigating 
Asian Steppes for a vast new cotton growing section 
of 647,000 acres, which is intended to grow a mini- 
mum of 350,000 tons a year in the Uzebekeston and 
Kazah regions, 

Apropos of the present Suez dispute egged on by 
Russia and India, it is understood that Truman at 
Potsdam in 1945 offered a plan of internationalization 
of all canals including the Panama, and that Russia 
then not foreseeing the present, openly turned 
the plan down. Later in 1946 Stalin demanded of 
Turkey access to the Dardenells which demand Turkey 
turned down. 

A Red Chinese “‘peace mission” consisting of sever- 
al hundred soldiers were slaughtered by Kahm Tibet- 
ans recently. They had come to talk “peaceful” solu- 
tion with the Khambas, the six tribes of which have 
been on the march to drive Red China out of Tibet. 
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activities. He is at present active in Communist cir- 
cles in New York. 

Jacob H. Krug, a Washington attorney, told the 
Committee he wouldn’t even testify if granted im- 
munity. Krug, a one-time NLRB lawyer, has been 
identified as a member of a Government cell. He re- 
fused to tell the Committee whether he had ever been 
a Communist. 

The possibility of taking steps for a perjury charge 
grew out of the refusal of Mrs. Helen Hill, Arlington, 
Va., to affirm or deny that she had ever been a Com- 
munist. It was indicated she had once testified she 
was never a Communist. She hid behind the Fifth 
Amendment sixty times during recent questioning. 
Two previous witnesses are said to have identified 
her as a Communist. 

Also invoking the Fifth Amendment was Mrs. Selma 
Rein, of Washington. She is the wife of David Rein, 
Washington attorney, who has refused to say whether 
he is or was a Communist. 

Mrs. Sylvia Soloff Steinberg, of New York, even 
refused to tell her home address let alone discuss al- 
leged Red activities. She used the Fifth Amendment 
94 times. 

Mr. and Mrs. Sidney Katz, of New York; Lawrence 
Elkind, of New York; Robert Ehrlich, of Springfield, 
Mass., and Robert Greenberg, of Mount Rainier, Md., 
hid behind the Fifth Amendment. Most of them were 
willing to say they are not now Communists, but re- 
fused to state under oath whether they were formerly 
Party members. 

Katz was formerly with the WPA and later an of- 
ficer of a CIO union in Maryland. He was also with 
the American Jewish Congress, the American Develop- 
ment Corporation for Israel and the American Asso- 
ciation for Jewish Education. 

Eklind worked for the WPA, the PWA and was a 
civilian employee of the Navy. Ehrlich worked for 
the Resettlement Administration, the NLRB, a Senate 
Labor subcommittee, and the OPA. Greenberg worked 
for the Labor Department. 


Negroes Claim Vote Balance 


The National Association for the Advancement of 
Colored People has been fined $100,000 for contempt 
of court in Montgomery, Ala., as the result of its re- 
fusal to produce organization records needed in de- 
termining whether the court should continue an in- 
junction against the organization which was granted 
June 1, The fine was handed down by Judge Walter 
B. Jones in the’ Montgomery Circuit Court. 

A week earlier the court had found the Negro or- 
ganization in “brazen contempt” and fined it $10,000 
with the threat of the heavier fine if it did not comply 
with the court order. 

Roy Wilkins, national secretary for the N.A.A.C.P., 
cited instances where Negroes had lost jobs for sign- 
ing anti-segregation petitions and he claimed revela- 
tion of private membership lists would make mem- 
bers subject to “private economic reprisals, loss of 
their public and private employment, to harrassment 
by persons opposed to racial integration in public 
schools, to threats of the use of force, intimidation and 
use of actual force.” 

Meanwhile in San Francisco Clarence Mitchell, po- 
litical strategist for the Negro organization, boasted 
at a conference of followers that “it is within our 
hands to determine whether there will be a Democrat 
or Republican 85th Congress.” He said the Negro 


Nine Top Communist Officials of East Pennsylvania Con- 
victed in 1955. 


vote could determine the complexion of Congress. 

At the same meeting another of the Reuther boys, 
Roy Reuther, told the delegates Civil Rights could be 
achieved if the NAACP and the Unions unite in a 
political coalition. 


Proponents of Increased 


Immigration Lose 


A loosening of immigration restrictions has been 
avoided for at least another session of Congress. The 
U. S. Senate pushed through a bill making many 
changes in the McCarran-Walter law which is a thorn 
in the side of the Communists but the House of Rep- 
resentatives killed the compromise proposal. 


One observer commented that had the bill passed 
it would have been the first break in the National 
origins quota system established in the °20’s. 

One of the proposals would have opened up for use 
of other nationals the annual unused quotas of coun- 
tries like England, Ireland and Germany whose quotas 
are seldom filled. This one change would have per- 
mitted entry of over 18,000 more aliens each year. 
One change proposed was the elimination of the finger- 
print requirement for temporary visitors, and another 
would have waived the restriction against admission 
of persons who had committed “petty offenses” abroad. 
Other sections would have raised from 4,000 to 9,000 
the number of so-called war orphans admitted, would 
have admitted 1,200 tubercular aliens, and would can- 


Thirteen Top Communist Officials Convicted in New York 
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GOVERNMENT EXPOSES MOSCOW PLOT 


cel deportation proceedings against about 18,000 per- 
sons who lied in affidavits to avoid forced repatria- 
tion. Previous bills would have increased annual en- 
tries of some two hundred thousand. 


"Primer" Shows Communist Maneuvers 


A 200 page booklet of questions and answers on 
Communism and entitled “Primer on Communism” is 
being widely distributed through the world by the 
United States Information Service. 

In addition to English editions, it is printed in 
Spanish and Thai and will also soon be printed in 
other languages. 

The booklet is as up-to-date as the recent Com- 
munist Party upheaval against Stalinism because one 
paragraph says “The repudiation of Stalinism by So- 
viet leaders in no way alters the character of Com- 
munism as a world-wide conspiracy against free gov- 
ernments.” 

The document says, “The first loyalty of a Commu- 
nist Party member is to the Party and not to the 
country of his birth or residence.” 

It explains that “Communist fronts can be recog- 
nized by the way they change their line in conformance 
with Moscow shifts.” 


"Funds" From “Republic” Favor Reds 


The controversial Fund for the Republic has heaped 
controversy on controversy in the strongly religious 
Plymouth (Pennsylvania) community of Quakers as 
the result of a grant of $5,000 to the Plymouth Friends 
Meeting for its stand in the case in behalf of a Fifth 
Amendment employee. 

The Fund for the Republic outfit made the grant 
after the Society of Friends refused to back down on 
hiring Mrs. Mary Knowles as librarian for the Wil- 
liam Jeanes Memorial Library following her refusal 
to discuss her alleged Communist associations with a 
Senate investigating Committee. 

The award was given the Quakers by the Fund for 
the Republic for “courageous and effective defense of 
democratic principles.” 

The Society, not only split over Mrs. Knowles, but 
the break widened over the question of whether the 
money should be accepted. 

The House Committee on Un-American Activities 
held hearings relative to the grant, but got little in- 
formation. Nine leaders of the Society of Friends 
sent a letter of protest to committee members follow- 
ing the Philadelphia hearing condemning the develop- 
ments and defending the hiring of Mrs. Knowles by 
saying, “In 1954 the Meeting approved hiring Mrs. 
Knowles as a librarian. It was known at the time 
that she had been under attack for her past associa- 
tion, but the Meeting was satisfied as to both her 
qualifications and her integrity.” 

However, a former member of the Library committee 
told the House committee that a former librarian 
had been “pushed out” to make room for Mrs. Knowles 
the alleged Communist, and an investigator for the 
Fund for the Republic admitted she made no at- 
tempt to contact opponents of the hiring of Mrs. 
Knowles when she made an investigation for the Fund 
prior to granting the award. 

Henry Hemsley, a Plymouth township commissioner 
and ex-official member of the Quakers library board, 
indicated Mrs. Edith Sawyer, former librarian, has 
been eased out to make way for Mrs. Knowles, after 
many years of competent service. Mr. Hemsley and 
Isaac J. Sheppard, president of the Peerless Paper 


Henry Winston, Communist Convicted in 1949, Surrenders 
in 1956 After Being Underground for Six Years. 


Co. and one-time treasurer of the library committee 
told the Congressmen the awarding of the Ford’s 
Fund for the Republic grant had split the Quaker 
organization and that the money is being held in 
escrow. They said 61 out of 108 members have peti- 
tioned for the removal of Mrs. Knowles without avail. 

The woman making the Fund for the Republic in- 
vestigation which led to the grant is Mrs. Maureen 
Black Ogden. She said she talked to many of Mrs. 
Knowles’ supporters, but only took the trouble to 
telephone one critic. She also admitted she had made 
no attempt to read the testimony of Herbert Phil- 
brick, former F. B. I. undercover agent whose testi- 
mony before a Senate Internal Security committee 
linked Mrs. Knowles with Communist organizations 
in Massachusetts. Mrs. Knowles herself had told 
Senators she invoked the Fifth Amendment “because 
she feared to incriminate her friends.” 

Questioning Mrs. Ogden about her lopsided investi- 


William Norman, Communist Party Leader, Convicted in 
1949, Surrenders in 1955, After Being Underground Six 
years. 
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gation of the Plymouth organization for the Fund for 
the Republic, Chairman Walter of the House Com- 
mittee observed: “The fact is that neither you nor the 
Fund for the Republic were even concerned whether 
she (Mrs. Knowles) was a Communist.” 

At the same time it inquired into the granting of 
the $5,000 award to the Quaker organization the 
committee called in several entertainers for question- 
ing relative to alleged “blacklisting” of performers 
whose names had been linked with the Red movement. 

One such witness was Jack Guilford, a comedian, 
whose name had been listed in the Fund for the Re- 
public report critical of alleged blacklisting. The Fund 
had said he was one of several actors who had been 
denied employment because of alleged Communist as- 
sociations. Guilford was asked whether he had been 
refused employment after his name had been listed 
in “Red Channels,” a publication listing alleged Com- 
munists in entertainment, he retorted that “the subject 
matter is not within the scope of this committee.” 

He refused to say whether he had entertained for 
such groups as the National Council of American 
Soviet Friendship and the Cultural and Scientific 
Congress for World Peace—both Communist domi- 
nated. He also ducked the question of whether he 
had been a member of Branch F of the Communist 
Party in California. 

Guilford is presently in the cast of “The Diary of 
Anne Frank” which was appearing in Philadelphia 
when the Congressional Committee held its hearing 
there. 

Another entertainer called was Gale Sondergaard, 
also appearing in a Philadelphia performance. She 
invoked the Fifth Amendment. She was asked if she 
knew screen and theatrical people who once identified 
her as a member of the “Communist conspiracy.” She 
too, was questioned about alleged blacklisting and 
claimed her activity definitely diminished since she 
invoked the Fifth Amendment for the first time in 
1951. 


Supreme Court Forces "Risks" 
Back on Pay-Roll 


A new ruling by U. 8S. Attorney General Herbert 
Brownell, Jr., may mean reinstatement of over 200 
persons who lost their “nonsensitive” jobs under the 
lederal employees Security program, it has been 
revealed. 

The memorandum was issued after the U. S, Su- 
preme Court held that the security program had been 
improperly extended to “nonsensitive’ Government 
work. The court in issuing the decision evidently 
forgot the Alger Hiss, the Lee Pressmans, the Harold 
Wares and other “nonsensitive” job holders of the 
past. 

It is claimed that approximately 280 persons have 
been fired from “nonsensitive” jobs under the security 
risk program which went into effect in 1953. Of this 
total 54 persons have filed claims for reinstatement, 
and four others have gone into court. 

The Attorney General observed that “there would 
appear to be no legal requirement” for reinstatement 
of any employee who resigned from his nonsensitive 
job while under investigation or while security pro- 
ceedings were being pressed against him. 

An 18 month time limit cut off between dismissal 
and reinstatement claims, may preclude many of those 
dropped early in the program from participating in 
the reinstatement program, 

The action is the result of the decision in the case 
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Communist Official Gilbert Green Convicted in 1949, Sur- 
renders in 1956 After Seven Years Underground. 


of Kendrick Cole, food and drug inspector, who claimed 
his dismissal was improper because the action against 
him was taken under a regulation which could not be 
applied to nonsensitive jobs. The Supreme Court 
upheld his contention in a 6 to 3 decision. 

As for the back pay, the Attorney General said the 
employee may be paid the difference between the 
amount he normally would have received and the 
amounts he has earned outside the government since 
his dismissal. 

Harry P. Cain, one of President Eisenhower’s ap- 
pointees to the Subversives Activities Control Board 
and who turned out to become one of the most severe 
critics of the security program, resigned on the eve of 
the expiration of his term of office. 

Although the wording of his resignation—actually 
a formality for Presidential appointees—indicated his 
keen dislike for the program, he told reporters he was 
leaving the Subversives Control Board without bitter- 
ness and indicated he would like reappointment. He 
said, “Affirmative and speedy action needs to be taken 
in putting reforms into force” with respeét to the 
operation of the program. The President accepted his 
resignation without regrets. 

The Government is going to discontinue the loyalty 


Five Top Communist Party Officials Convicted in New York 
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oath for occupants of low-cost public housing projects, 
it has revealed. Public Housing Administration has 
sent instructions to all its officials and local housing 
authorities to discontinue the requirement. 

The provision was contained in a rider attached to 
a Housing appropriation bill and barred occupancy 
in a housing project to any applicant belonging to any 
organization on the Attorney General’s subversive list. 
In a series of court cases, decisions have been handed 
down holding that membership in any such organiza- 
tion is insufficient evidence to evict an occupant of a 
Government housing project. 


Government to Continue Alertness 

The Department of Justice has been taking action 
in an “ever increasing degree” to frustrate Commu- 
nist plotting in this country since the U. S. Supreme 
Court upheld Smith Act convictions, Assistant Attor- 
ney General William F. Tompkins recently told the 
Annual Conference of United States Attorneys. 

Referring to the “new look” of the Red chiefs in 
Moscow, Tompkins said, “Until we see concrete evi- 
dence that the Communist Party leadership in this 
country has abandoned its criminal purpose of forcible 
government overthrow, we shall continue to utilize the 
Smith Act and all other legal weapons at our com- 
mand to combat the very real threat that domestic 
Communism poses to our nation’s internal security.” 

Telling the U. S. Attorneys they could take pride 
in the fact that 13 of the 17 successful Smith Act 
trials were either initiated or carried to completion 
in the last 314 years he said, “There will be no relaxa- 
tion in our efforts to combat subversive activities in 
this country; we shall continue to prosecute such 
criminal activity with all legal weapons at our com- 
mand.” 

He warned that the Department of Justice will 


continue to follow a selective program of striking at 
the Party leadership in those areas where Communist 
influence and concentration is strongest; that in the 
future, as in the past, particular emphasis will be 
based on protecting our key industrial areas where 
Communist infiltration is potentially most dangerous 
to our national economy and security. 


Imprisoned Red Still Defiant 


Strikingly different from the emaciated American 
prisoners who have returned from Russian prison 
camps is William Pomeroy, of Rochester, N. Y., 2 
robust 170 pound prisoner in a Philippine prison camp 
where he is serving life imprisonment for his part in 
the Huk Communist uprisings in the Philippines, 

Prison authorities recently granted writers an in- 
terview with Pomeroy who told them if he were free 
today he would continue to work by whatever means 
he could to establish a Communist Government. In- 
terviewers said there was no doubt but that he is an 
unrepented Communist. 

Pomeroy admitted having his first contacts with 
Communists in Rochester in 1936 and 1937. His par- 
ents still reside in Rochester. He said he had been 
won over to the Red cause by the time he was inducted 
into the Army in 1942. He was discharged in 1946 
and returned to the Philippines where he had had 
military duty. He said his interest in the Communist 
movement was intensified during his studies in the 
University of the Philippines which he attended at the 
expense of the U. S. Government’s G. I. program. In 
1948 he married a Communist girl and in 1950 he 
joined forces with the Communist Hukbalahap rebels 
and became an instructor for their armed fighting 
units. 
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unification of Germany as a first token of 

honorable and peaceful purpose in the de- 

Stalinized Kremlin. But Communism’s only 

answer to these hopeful advances has been 

a strident demand that American troops be 

withdraw from the entire NATO area. 
~ * x * * 


The betrayal of America in Truman’s 
Korean police action again revealed the 
essential structure of the UN, as designed 
by Hiss at Yalta and San Francisco. After 
U. S. forces had won the Korean war with 
MacArthur’s heroic advance to the Yalu, 
the UN sat motionless in its veto straight- 
jacket while new hordes of Chinese reds 
drove our lads into the seas. It took the 
UN ten weeks to get around to branding 
the Chinese Communists as aggressors in 
Korea—and six months longer to call for 
a formal embargo on arms and war ma- 
terials destined to Red China, 

U. S. military casualties in Korea were 
154,000 in three years, after which the 
UN ordered our forces back to the 38th 
parallel relinquishing all northern Korea 
to the Reds. 

The Senate Committee’s report on char- 
ter revision reviews at some length our 
$20 billion disaster in Korea, concluding 
with this significant observation touching 


the authority of President Truman in 1951 
(page 12): 

“This country was under no legal com- 
pulsion to refrain from bombing beyond 
the Yalu River.” 

This means that so far as our commit- 
ments in the UN were concerned we were 
free to fight the Korean war to victory, 
as General MacArthur had wished to do. 
The decision to limit the war to the 38th 
parallel—and to avoid bombing the Red 
supply bases in Manchuria—was a per- 
sonal decision by Truman and Acheson in 
Washington. 

That decision was not demanded by our 
obligations under the UN, but when Gen- 
eral MacArthur protested the Truman- 
Acheson view, he was summarily sacked 
by Truman. 

These highlights of UN history only 
suggest the dimensions and complexities 
of the problem soon to confront the world 
in connection with charter revision. But 
the meat of the coconut is easy to find: 
Soviet Russia, a member, is a lawless brig- 
and. Since 1918 the Kremlin has violated 
flagrantly and repudiated unceremoniously 
more than 1,000 major treaties and agree- 
ments with virtually every nation on the 
face of God’s good earth. 

As President Wilson’s Secretary of State, 
Bainbridge Colby, said in 1920, in refusing 
to recognize the Soviet regime: 


“These facts, which none disputes, have 
convinced the government of the United 
States, against its will, that the existing 
regime in Russia is based upon the nega- 
tion of every principle of honor and good 
faith, and every usage and convention, un- 
derlying the whole structure of interna- 
tional law—the negation, in short, of every 
principle upon which it is possible to base 
harmonious and trustful relations, whether 
of nations or of individuals.” 

Today, as in 1920, you can’t do business 
with Communism, 

If the UN tries once more, in the char- 
ter revision sessions, it will at once forfeit 
every claim upon the support of public 
opinion in the United States of America, 

Let the outlaw be shackled! 


BRAINWASHING 
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its left hand is dispensing millions of tax- 
exempt dollars to this and other snares 
of the one-world propaganda web branded 
as Fabian socialism by Hon. B. Carroll 
Reece, who said: “Fabian socialism is not 
Communism; it is a technique of non- 
violent revolution by the consent of a 
duped, propagandized population.” 
AFPE’s Fabianism was organized in 
1947; Ford money came as a shot in the 
arm in 1951. Up to June 30, 1955, ap- 


proximately $966,322.00 has gone from 
Ford’s FAE to AFPE to support propa- 
ganda undermining the sovereignty of the 
United States. 

Oppressively taxed, bureaucratic-ridden 
Americans are morally committed to resist 
the chicanery of tax-exempt institutions 
such as the Ford Foundation through its 
cluster of propagandizing grantees, includ- 
ing the FAE and AFPE. Individuals 
steering the Foundation and its suspect 
adjunct “Funds” should be called to an- 
swer for their implication in the inter- 
locking world government conspiracy. 
Much of the tax-exempt trickery could be 
stopped at once by rescinding the privi- 
leges of foundations. 


UNDERGROUND 
(Continued from Page 16) 


perhaps under martial law, to limit produc- 
tion will create that artificial scarcity which 
alone can prevent farm products from 
glut... . It will serve notice of this fact 
upon the farmer himself and place the 
blame for perverse action on his own door- 
step.” 

Americans for Democratic Action: The 
ADA is a propaganda, lobbying and politi- 
cal action organization, the outgrowth of 
the more leftist Union for Democratic 
Action. It was formed in 1947 by Rein- 
hold Niebuhr, Robert Nathan and others 
to eliminate the more obvious of the 
Russia-lovers, but at the same time to 
keep the New Deal philosophy alive. 


The ADA professes to be anti-Com- 
munist and non-partisan, but it is 


more anti-anti-Communist than  anti- 
Communist and is practically synony- 
mous with the leftwing of the Demo- 
crat Party, and sponsors the Roosevelt 
Day Dinners as a fund-raising device. Its 
membership includes leading leftwing 
Democrats in and out of Congress. It also 
has a student section working with the 
Student League for Industrial Democracy. 

AFL-CIO: In addition to its traditional 
collective bargaining activities, counts in 
its arsenal of weapons to fight for the 
collectivized society that many of its 
leaders want, an extensive publications de- 
partment for the distribution of news- 
papers, pamphlets and books, an elaborate 
legislative department for the lobbying 
through Congress of the legislation it sup- 
ports; and a well-financed political action 
committee now called the Committee on 
Political Education to get out the labor 
vote for those men marked for victory 
by the labor leaders in the third party 
underground. 

National Religion and Labor Founda- 
tion: The NRLP founded in 1932 to put 
over the New Deal, is composed chiefly 
of leftwing ministers, church-goers and 
CIO leaders. It maintains State units 
known as “Institutes.” 


National Committee for an Effective 


Congress: The NCFAEC is the political 
action outgrowth of the League for Fran- 
chise Education, was originated for the 
purpose of giving direct financial assistance 
to leftwing candidates of both parties and 
to render “technical research” assistance 
or speech writing and newspaper publicity 
to leftist members of Congress, and to 
leftist candidates for office. 

National Association for the Advance- 
ment of Colored People: The NAACP has 
grown from fifty-three members at the 
time of its founding in 1909 by the al- 
leged Communist Dr. W. E. B. Dubois 
to an organization of over a quarter of a 
million strong today, with branches in 45 
States, the District of Columbia and Alas- 
ka. Its basic objectives are full equality 
for Negroes, the “establishment of a Fed- 
eral Fair Employment Practices Commis- 
sion to enforce equality . . . in all fields” 
with “equal pay for equal work”; the 
abolition of segregation, not only in the 
public schools, but in housing, eating 
places, travel facilities, theaters and all 
recreational facilities. The NAACP op- 
erates in coordination with the other 
groups herein mentioned. Its leadership 
is an explosive distillation of almost re- 
ligious fervor, strongly laced with leftist 
tendencies. It is neither surprising that 
the NAACP has been the butt of the 
Communists who have wanted to use it 
to foment turmoil in the South, nor that 
it has been under the influence of the lib- 
eral-leftists who have wanted the sym- 
pathy and the votes of its members to 
put across their own program of gradual 
collectivism. 

Southern Conference Educational Fund: 
The SCEF headed by Aubrey Williams, 
former New Dealer, is the principal action 
group working with the NAACP, the AFL- 
CIO and the Southern Regional Council 
to make racial equality a reality by chal- 
lenging Southern Whites on segregation 
of Negroes in labor unions, public schools, 
swimming pools, playgrounds, theaters, ho- 
tels and eating places. 

These twelve key organizations—LID, 
ACLU, PAI, NPA, NFU, ADA, AFL- 
CIO, NRLF, NCEC, NAACP, SCEF, and 
SRC—have interlocking directorates, prac- 
tically interchangeable political program 
parts and in most cases are financed from 
the coffers of organized labor and/or the 
pockets of intellectual fellow-travelers and 
rich liberal fadists who are out to socialize 
the United States. 

Other tributaries to the network include 
such tax-free, non-profit, educational, re- 
search, planning and/or lobbying organ- 
izations as the Twentieth Century Fund, 
National Bureau of Economic Research, 
Committee for Economic Development, 
American Friends Service Committee, 
Conference for Economic Progress, Amer- 
ican Veterans Committee, National Hous- 
ing Conference and the Fund for the 
Republic. 


NATIONAL REPUBLIC 


In 1952, although the Third Party Un- 
derground suffered a set-back nationally, 
losing with Stevenson, the “liberal-left” 
though the CIO-PAC took over the Dem- 
ocrat Party in the State of Michigan and 
won a smashing victory, making G. Men- 
nen Williams Governor and in electing a 
Senator. It put Averell Harriman in as 
Governor of New York and elected eight 
Senators and sixteen Congressmen. In 
1954 the liberal-left staged a come-back on 
a national scale, and in 1956 was in control 
at Chicago again backing Stevenson, and 
calling all the shots in the platform com- 
mittee. 


The anti-segregation decision which wid- 
ened the cleavage between the Southern 
Democrats and the Northern “liberal” con- 
trolling wing of the Party, electrified the 
Negro race, and leftwing unionists, both 
North and South, with hope of success 
in integration, FEPC, etc. “It must be 
obvious to all that we must intensify the 
use of political action in the final surge 
to full equality,” NAACP president, Roy 
Wilkins, recently told the NAACP Con- 
vention. 

Claiming that Negroes hold the balance 
of power in 60 Congressional Districts and 
16 Senatorial contests, Clarence Mitchell, 
NAACP political strategist, said: “It is 
within our hands to determine whether 
there will be a Democrat or Republican 
85th Congress.” CIO unionists and 
Farmer Unions could balance the scales 
in six States. 


“Negro strategy,” says Theodore H. 
White in the August issue of “Collier’s 
Magazine,” “is as simple as it is profound. 
It is to alter totally the pattern of South- 
ern custom and life... . Negroes speak 
of this objective from their own parochial 
point of view. But on the broad scene, 
the attainment of this objective will 
change our national politics at a stroke. 
... Then, truly, the roots of Congress 
change and politics lurch into new, un- 
charted seas.” 

If Walter P. Reuther and his UAW- 
CIO-ADA-LID-NFU-NRLF-NAACP com- 
bine are able to deliver the vote for the 
“liberal-left” this November, the nation 
will be far along the road towards that 
collectivized America for which the Third 
Party Underground and political chame- 
leons have been and still are working. 

In a_ study entitled, “When Labor 
Votes,” by Harold Sheppard, Arthur 
Kornhauser and Arthur J. Mayer of Wayne 
University, financed by the UAW, the 
authors imply that Mr. Reuther very well 
can deliver the labor vote. 

Today, the best hope of victory for 
the American Way of Life over the Third 
Party Underground is the American 
working man, White or Colored, who holds 
the balance of political power in the No- 
vember elections, who cannot be led by the 
nose and told how to vote, preferring his 
independence to a collective mess of pot- 


tage. 
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TURNING SEARCHLIGHT ON REDS 


By Walter S, Steele 


The publicly circulated and strictly membership cratic Action) and Senator Paul Douglas (League for 
and organization leadership publications, magazine Industrial Democracy) and others. 
and bulletins of the Communist Party in the United The Red publications are now calling for an im- 
States have been chiefly devoted to a discussion of mediate nation-wide coalition front for political ac- 
the following subjects, tion to grab the majority vote for the Red-endorsed 
The blasting away at the Department of Justice Stevenson and Kefauver ticket and for a drive for a 
and the Federal Subversive Control Board which, leftist Congress. They had called for the nomina- 
after eliminating the testimony of Matusow, Manning tion of the Stevenson-Kefauver ticket as the “‘strong- 
and Crouch, former Communists whose testimony had est ticket the Party could put in the field’ prior to 
been criticized by the Supreme Court, have now begun their selection. 
to push the case anew against the Party under the Earlier the leftist labor forces had sectional politi- 
Subversive Control Act. ‘ cal parleys, one of which wag held in Portland, Ore- 
The Communists, through their lawyers, John Abt, gon. This took in Oregon, Washington, Idaho, Mon- 
former New Deal office-holder, and Joseph Forer, tana and Nevada. It gave prior endorsement to the 
claim the Communists “no longer follow the direc- platform later adopted in Chicago, and it favored 
tives of any foreign sources.’””’ The Party has for 35 four possible candidates, including Stevenson and 
years contended it was not under foreign influence Kefauver and Senators Magnuson and Wayne Morse 
or directives, but is taking advantage of the present for reelection. Stassen was also given a friendly pat 
“de-Stalinization” activities of Moscow to emphasize in his attempted “dump Nixon”’ campaign. : 
a pretended change in the light of present-day Mos- The leftist labor political strategists have already 
cow propaganda. met to launch the Stevenson-Kefauver campaign 
The Subversive Activities Control Board still con- among unionists. They include Walter Reuther, 
tends that the Party is Moscow’s tool, and the case George Harrison, president of the Railway Clerks; 
against the Party was filed with it more than two David McDonald, president of the Steel Workers 
years ago and has no bearing on any possible change Union;, David Dubinsky, president of the Ladies Gar- 
in face today. ment Workers Union; A. E. Hayes, president of the 
The Reds are blasting the Department of Justice International Association of Machinists; Joseph Ken- 
for its recent actions in citing four more organiza- nan, president of the Electrical Workers; Joseph 
tions as Communist fronts. The latest organization Beirne, president of the Communications Union; and 
to be declared a Communist front is the Washington James B. Carey, president of the Electrical Workers 
Pension Union. The groups previously cited by the Union. The last named union has already set up 
D. J. and which are still to come before the Sub- Stevenson-Kefauver naticnal headquarters in Wash- 
versive Activities Control] Board are the Civil Rights ington, D. C. 
Congress, American Committee for Protection of In Illinois the Farmers Union, CIO-AFL and 
Foreign Born, United May Day Committee, California Americans for Democratic Action have launched a 
Labor School, American Peace Crusade, National political drive for Stevenson and Kefauver. The 
Negro Labor Council, Save Our Sons Committee, and New York State Congress of Industrial Organizations, 
Colorado Volunteers for Civil Rights. with Louis Hollander as president, has already en- 
Witnesses yet to come before the Subversive Con- dorsed Stevenson and Kefauver, and has moved to 
trol Board for other cited organizations represent the draft New York Mayor Wagner as candidate for the 
International Union of Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers U. S. Senate. 
and the United Electrical, Radio and Machine Workers A special 148 page report entitled: “Trial by 
of America. The Reds are attacking the Immigration Treason” has just been released by the House Com- 
Department for refusal of passports to the Reds. Rock- mittee on Un American Activities. It contains the 
well Kent, an artist, is the latest to challenge the results of an exhaustive investigation of the interna- 
Government in court over refusal of passports. tional agitation and propaganda campaign, particu- 
The Communists have crossed up themselves be- larly with regard to its ramifications in our own 
tween two counterfires as a result of following the country, “‘to secure justice for the Rosenbergs and 
current Moscow line. They support Nasser with Morton Sobell.”” The Committee report shows that 
Russia’s supported grab of the Suez, and still they the campaign has been an instrument for villifying 
denounce Stalinism and their own Party’s previous the United States and its institutions, to propagandize 
anti-Jewish attitude while putting up a pro-Jewish among minority groups, to provide funds for the 
front. Egypt is armed against Israel, and Russia over-all Communist program of subversion and propa- 
has aided in that arming, Israel demands free ac- ganda, to recruit new members and sympathizers for 
cess to the Suez, along with other countries. Russia the Communist apparatus, to refurbish the tarnished 
and the Communists support Egypt’s grab and re- reputation of the Communist Party, to create and 
fusal to permit international control of the Suez. exploit decisive anti-Semetic propaganda, to divert at- 
The Communist Party covered complete aspects of tention from exposures of anti-Semetic pogroms in 
leftwing activities at the Chicago Convention and Russia and satellite nations, to discredit American 
heralded the bringing about of the nomination of courts and judicial procedure, and cast doubt on all 
Stevenson and Kefauver and of the more radical investigations and convictions of Communists. 
points in the Democrat platform. The Party organs The usual list of dupes for the Reds and many pro- 


fessional fronters are involved in the drive, but an 
unusual number of new recruits has been baited into 
the Red drive through the Rosenberg-Sobell drive. 
The fields include the writing profession, artists, 
academicians, musicians, actors, scientists, labor union 
the Democrat Convention included Walter Reuther leaders, attorneys, leftist politicians, ministers, rabbis 
(AFL-CIO), James Patton (Farmers Union), Roy and lecturers. Twenty-three hundred clergymen of 
Wilkins (National Association for Advancement of various faiths have been involved in this Communist 
Colored People), Joseph Rauh (Americans for Demo- ruse, working with and behind the Communist Party. 


claim that over 200 labor and 130 ‘“‘progressive’’ 

(radical organization) delegates were in action at 

Chicago in a “Labor-Farmer-Racial” front. 
Representatives of the leftists in attendance at 
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“If you had asked me that question 
three months ago...” 


“—T would have been ashamed to answer you. But to- 
day, I'm glad to say, we have a good Payroll Savings 
Plan—with 84.4% of our employees enrolled. 

“Of course, we've always had The Plan— put it in 
during the war—but with changes in personnel and our 
failure to present the Plan to new employees, partici- 
pation dropped to almost nothing. 

“One day our State Director of the Savings Bond Di- 
vision, U.S. Treasury Department, dropped in to see 
me. When he told me how far below average we were I 
asked him what we could do to bring it up. He gave me 
a complete campaign built around a person-to-person 
canvass that would put a Payroll Savings Application 
Blank in the hands of every employee, with the Treas- 
ury furnishing pay-envelope stuffers, posters and other 


literature. I was a little dubious about the personal 
canvass but our employees were enthusiastic, in fact, 
officials of our union volunteered to undertake the 
canvass. There was no pressure, no teams, no prizes— 
just the distribution of the Application Blanks. Our 
employees did the rest —84.5% enrollment. 

“84.5% is a good enrollment but we are not going to 
rest on it. A number of companies are in the 90% 
bracket —that’s our goal.” 

Your State Director, Savings Bond Division, U.S. 
Treasury Department, will be glad to help you install 
The Payroll Savings Plan, or build participation in an 
existing plan. Write: Savings Bond Division, U.S. Trease 
ury Department, Washington 25, D.C. 
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